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DROWNING  IN  DELAY 


PRACTICAL  ASPECTS  OF  DELAY  REDUCTION 

Nancy  Dawson 
July  1990 


One  of  the  most  crucial  questions  involved  in  trying 
a  case  is,  how  long  a  time  period  must  pass  until  it  is 
heard.  Before  the  court  can  hear  the  case  on  its  merits 
there  is  often  an  application  made  under  s.  24(1)  of  the 
Canadian  Charter  of  Rights  and  Freedoms  requesting  a  stay  on 
the  basis  of  unreasonable  delay  -as.  11(b)  infringement. 

This  paper  is  not  a  treatise  on  the  caselaw  and 
legal  argument  to  be  made  when  faced  with  such  a  motion,  but 
rather  some  observations  and  comments  on  what  can  be  done  to 
reduce  the  delay  in  the  first  place. 

Institutional  Trial  Delay  in  Ontario 

The  question  of  delay  hinges  on  what  a  community 
views  as  an  acceptable  time  for  matters  to  come  to  trial,  and 
eventually,  what  the  courts  hold  to  be  a  trial  within  a 
reasonable  time.  If  six  months  was  to  be  used  as  the 
standard,  without  commenting  of  the  acceptability  or 
unacceptability  of  this  figure,  thirty  one  court  locations 
are  setting  trial  dates  beyond  six  months  from  the  time  the 
date  is  set. 

R .  v .  Smith 


R.  v.  Smith  ^  is  the  most  recent  decision  of  the 
Supreme  court  of  Canada  on  the  issue  of  unreasonable  delay. 
When  considering  whether  a  delay  is  unreasonable  and 
contravenes  the  right  to  have  a  trial  within  a  reasonable 
time  the  court  must  weighs 

"1.  The  length  of  the  delays: 

2.  the  reason  for  the  delay,  including  limits  on 
institutional  resources  and  the  inherent  time 
requirements  of  the  case; 


1.  For  a  legal  treatise  I  recommend  Rick  Libman's  papers  on 
“How  Long  is  Too  Long?”  Crown's  Newsletter,  Vol.l,  24 
February  1989  and  "How  Long  is  too  Long?  Addendum." 

2.  The  longest  time  period  as  of  June  1990  was  in  Stratford, 
Etobicoke,  Peel,  and  Newmarket  all  at  fourteen  months. 


3.  R.  v.  Smith  (1989),  52  C.C.C.  (3rd)  97. 


' 
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3.  waiver  of  time  periods;  and, 

4.  prejudice  to  the  accused"  * 

The  delay  from  the  date  the  charges  were  laid  and 
the  final  preliminary  inquiry  date  set  was  approximately 
sixteen  months.  The  delay  had  been  caused  by  the  lack  of  a 
judge  on  two  prior  dates  and  a  subsequent  delay  caused  by  the 
Crown  requiring  a  particular  officer’s  assistance  and 
therefore  accommodating  his  university  courses.  An 
originating  notice  of  motion  was  brought  to  a  motions  judge 
of  the  Queen's  Bench  requesting  a  stay  which  was  granted. 

The  Crown  successfully  appealed  to  the  Manitoba  Court  of 
Appeal  with  the  accused  further  appealing  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada. 

The  Supreme  Court  held  that  the  Queen's  Bench 
motions  judge  in  these  circumstances  had  the  jurisdiction  and 
appropriately  exercised  it  in  hearing  the  motion  rather  than 
leaving  it  to  the  trial  judge.  The  preliminary  hearing  was 
months  away  and  that  court  would  have  no  jurisdiction  to  hear 
the  motion.  To  wait  until  the  eventual  trial  of  the  matter 
would  further  the  harm  the  delay  to  date  had  caused. 

The  superior  court  considered  the  delay  including 
the  period  between  the  motion  and  the  preliminary  hearing 
date  as  if  this  time  had  already  passed.  The  anticipating  of 
this  time  period  for  the  purpose  of  considering  delay  was 
held  to  be  appropriate  as  the  date  was  fixed  and  the  accused 
could  not  move  it  to  an  earlier  date.  The  Supreme  Court 
found  that  the  accused  had  not  waived  but,  in  fact,  had 
asserted  his  wish  for  a  trial  within  a  reasonable  time  as 
well  as  finding  that  actual  prejudice  was  suffered  by  the 
accused.  Most  of  this  delay  was  acknowledged  to  be  due  to 
limits  on  institutional  resources  with  a  further  delay  caused 
by  the  Crown ' s  actions . 

The  Supreme  Court  held  that  although  the  burden  of 
proof  was  on  the  accused  there  may  be  a  shift  to  an 
evidentiary  burden  on  the  Crown  for  an  explanation  failing 
which  the  court  could  infer  that  the  delay  cannot  be 
justified.  Silence  or  inaction  by  an  accused  cannot  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  s.  11(b)  rights  although  waiver  may 
be  inferred  from  the  agreement  to  a  future  trial  date.  This 
was  not  the  situation  in  this  particular  case. 

The  Court  did  not  provide  any  guidance  on  how  to 
balance  the  four  criteria  nor  what  composed  prejudice  to  the 
accused.  The  questions  of  whether  prejudice  relates  to  the 


1.  R.  v .  Smith  (1989),  52  C.C.C.  (3rd)  97  at  106 
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liberty  and  security  interests  of  the  accused  or  whether  it 
relates  as  well  to  the  ability  of  the  accused  to  have  a  fair 
trial,  whether  prejudice  is  irrebuttably  presumed  or 
inferred,  and  whether  the  Crown  or  Defence  can  call  evidence 
to  show  actual  prejudice  or  lack  thereof  were  left  open. 

Regina  v.  Darlene  Morin 

Reaina  v.  Darlene  Morin1 2  is  the  most  recent 
decision  of  the  Ontario  Court  of  Appeal  on  the  issue  of  trial 
delay  in  Ontario.  Ms.  Morin  was  charged  with  operating  a 
motor  vehicle  having  consumed  alcohol  in  such  a  quantity  that 
the  concentration  thereof  in  her  blood  exceeded  80  milligrams 
in  100  milliliters  of  blood  and  an  impaired  driving  charge 
(Stayed  at  trial  upon  conviction  of  over  80).  The  time 
period  from  her  arrest  until  her  trial  date  in  Durham  Region 
was  over  14  1/2  months.  This  was  the  earliest  date 
available  for  trial  and  was  set  on  her  first  appearance.  The 
delay  was  attributable  solely  to  systemic  institutional 
delay . 


Ms.  Morin's  motion  for  a  stay  pursuant  to  s.  11(b) 
of  the  Charter  was  denied  at  trial.  Defence  counsel 
successfully  appealed  this  to  the  District  Court  which 
entered  a  stay  holding  her  right  to  be  tried  within  a 
reasonable  time  had  been  infringed.  The  Crown  then  appealed 
to  the  Court  of  Appeal . 

The  appeal  was  originally  heard  by  a  panel  of  three 
justices.  The  case  was  then  heard  by  a  reconstituted  panel 
of  five  with  new  material  being  filed  by  both  sides.  Crown 
counsel  submitted  an  affidavit  from  the  Deputy  Attorney 
General  outlining  the  efforts  of  the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney 
General  towards  delay  reduction  and  court  structural  reform. 

R  v.  Smith  was  referred  to.  The  four  factors  as  set 
out  by  Smith  were  considered  but  were  weighted  in  a  different 
fashion  than  in  that  particular  case. 

The  court  held  that  Ms.  Morin  did  not  suffer  actual 
prejudice  in  that  her  ability  to  defend  herself  was  not 
impaired  by  the  delay.  Nor  was  there  any  evidence  of  how  the 
delay  adversely  effected  her.  Although  prejudice  is  presumed 
or  inferred  from  delay  the  court  held  that  in  this  case  it 
was  to  be  given  minimal  weight  and  commented  "Presumed  or 
inferred  prejudice,  in  the  absence  of  evidence  on  the  issue, 
should  be  viewed  in  the  light  of  the  reality  that  many 
accused  persons  do  not  want  an  early  trial"  . 


1.  Reaina  v.  Darlene  Morin  (April  19,  1990)  O.C.A. 

2.  Ibid. .  at  p.  8. 
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The  Court  held  that  the  time  it  took  to  trial  was 
excessive  when  considered  in  isolation.  The  right  to  a  trial 
within  a  reasonable  time  was  held  not  to  be  infringed  as  the 
Court  excused  the  passage  of  time,  and  granted  the  Crown's 
appeal,  on  the  basis  that  the  transitional  period  for  the 
government  to  adapt  and  provide  trials  within  a  reasonable 
time  had  not  yet  ended.  The  Court  took  note  of  the  efforts 
being  made  by  the  Attorney  General  to  reduce  delay  following 
the  recommendations  of  the  "Report  of  the  Ontario  Courts 
Inquiry"  and  the  judgement  of  the  court  in  R.  v.  Ascov*  and 
found  "..it  is  clear  that  the  government  is  seriously 
•addressing  the  problem  of  providing  sufficient  resources  for 
the  administration  of  criminal  justice'". 1  2 3 

The  Court  would  not  indicate  what  the  transitional 
period  is  other  than  to  note  it  is  not  an  unlimited  time  and 
is  a  length  of  time  "..necessary  to  enable  the  government  to 
fulfil  the  obligation  upon  it  ,  implied  by  s. 11(b),  to 
provide  the  means  to  give  effect  to  the  constitutional  right 
provided  by  that  section".  The  Court  held  "The 
transitional  period  has  not  yet  passed.  The  actual  length  of 
time  to  be  allowed  could  well  depend  upon  how  vigorously  the 
government  pursues  its  initiatives  and  the  results  which 
those  initiatives  produce."4 5  "In  this  case  it  is  our 
opinion  that  substantial  weight  should  be  given  to  the  factor 
of  limitations  on  institutional  resources. 

Left  open  for  further  consideration  are  those 
situations  where  there  is  more  than  minimal  prejudice,  or 
actual  prejudice  to  an  accused's  ability  to  make  full  answer 
and  defence.  It  may  well  be  that  in  such  a  situation  the 
passage  of  time  will  not  be  excused  or  that  the  court  may 
hold  the  transitional  period  has  ended.  Leave  to  appeal  has 
been  sought  in  R.  v.  Morin. 

R.  v.  Ascov 


The  effect  of  R.  v.  Darlene  Morin  may  be  short  lived 
depending  on  the  outcome  of  R.  v.  Ascov  in  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Canada.  A  decision  of  the  Ontario  Court  of  Appeal,  R .  v . 
Ascov  was  argued  March  23,  1990  and  is  reserved  for 
judgement . 


1.  R .  v.  Ascov  et  al .  (1987),  37  C.C.C.  (3rd)  289. 

2.  R.  v.  Darlene  Morin  (April  19,  1990),  O.C.A.  at  page  25 
quoting  Lamer  J.  in  R.v  Mills  (1986),  26  C.C.C.  (3rd)  481  at 
p.  554. 

3.  R.  v  Darlene  Morin  (April  19,  1990),  O.C.A.  at  p.  27. 

4.  Ibid . .  p.  28 

5.  Ibid. .  p.  29 
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In  R.  v.  Ascov  there  was  a  delay  of  almost  four 
years  between  the  arrest  and  the  date  the  matter  was  to 
proceed  in  District  Court.  The  delay  in  Provincial  Court  was 
attributable  to  the  accused  since  they  were  offered,  and  did 
not  accept,  an  earlier  date.  There  was  a  delay  of 
approximately  a  year  from  the  committal  to  the  first  trial 
date.  The  matter  was  not  reached  on  that  date  and  the  next 
trial  date  was  just  under  another  year.  The  delay  was 
systemic  in  that  it  was  due  to  a  lack  of  judges  and  court 
space.  Neither  the  Crown  nor  defence  were  to  blame  for  this 
period  of  delay.  The  Ontario  Court  of  Appeal  held  that  there 
was  no  breach  of  the  s. 11(b)  right  to  a  trial  within  a 
reasonable  time,  allowed  the  appeal,  and  directed  that  the 
trial  proceed. 

In  this  case  "..there  was  no  conduct,  either  by  the 
Crown  or  the  accused,  contributing  to  the  delay,  the  only 
reason  was  the  systemic  delay,  no  actual  prejudice  was  shown 
by  the  accused  and  no  accused  person  objected  to  any  of  the 
delays,  although  some  and  perhaps  all  were  ready  to  proceed 
on  the  first  scheduled  date  for  trial. 

The  Court  held  the  time  to  be  prima  facie  excessive 
but  held  there  was  no  infringement  of  the  s. 11(b)  Charter 
rights.  The  decision  rested  on  a  number  of  factors.  No 
fault  was  attributable  to  the  Crown  and  defence,  no 
objections  were  made  by  the  accused  to  adjournments  and 
particularly  the  final  one  year  adjournment,  there  was  no 
evidence  of  actual  prejudice,  no  earlier  date  was  sought,  and 
no  comments  were  made  about  the  infringement  of  this  Charter 
infringement  until  the  trial  was  about  to  commence.  The 
court  went  so  far  as  to  comment  "..it  will  not  enhance  the 
appearance  of  justice  if  the  accused  are  permitted  to  delay 
their  application  for  relief,  or  indeed,  to  conceal  any  claim 
for. such  relief  until  any  remedy,  other  than  a  stay  of 
proceedings,  becomes  impossible  to  grant". 

The  emphasis  in  the  argument  before  the  Supreme 
Court  was  on  three  main  areas:  the  transitional  period, 
waiver,  and  judicial  independence  in  managing  the  court. 

Part  of  the  problem  facing  the  Crown  was  that  the  delay  was 
in  the  District  Court,  not  the  Provincial  Court  where 
committees  have  commenced  initiatives.1 2 3  While  its  possible 
that  this  decision  may  be  restricted  to  its  particular  facts, 
it  may  very  well  make  broad  pronouncements  on  what  the 
transitional  period  in  Ontario  is  and  whether  it  has, 
contrary  to  R.  v.  Morin,  expired. 


1.  Reoina  v.  Ascov  et  al .  37  C.C.C.  (3rd)  289  at  294. 

2.  Ibid . .  at  p.  300 

3.  Information  courtesy  of  Susan  Chapman,  Crown  Law  Office. 
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Factors  affecting  delay  Reduction 

The  United  States  of  America  has  been  addressing  the 
problems  of  congested  courts,  trial  delay,  and  caseflow 
management  for  several  decades.  The  National  Center  for 

State  Courts  ,  Institute  for  Court  Management,  studies  t 

courts  and  provides  among  other  things,  experts,  courses  and 
advice  on  delay  reduction  and  caseflow  management. 

Several  factors  viewed  by  caseflow  management 
experts  as  necessary  for  success  in  delay  reduction  are: 

1.  The  establishment  of  firm  "real"  lists.  When  matters  are 
not  reached  for  trial  this  creates  a  perception  they  will  not 
be  reached.  The  result  is  that  lawyers  do  not  prepare  their 
cases  and  according  are  not  ready  even  if  they  were  reached. 

There  is  no  incentive  for  either  counsel  or  the  client  to 
resolve  matters  in  advance  as  there  is  no  guarantee  they  will 
be  forced  on.  This  results  in  trial  dates  being  set  to  gain 
delay  and  counsel  not  reviewing  their  files.  Heavy  lists 
collapsing  due  to  guilty  pleas  or  inaccurate  time  estimates 
perpetuates  this  cycle  as  more  cases  are  scheduled  and 
accordingly  may  not  be  reached.  Events  that  are  scheduled 
must  occur. 

2.  Early  resolution  of  matters  that  are  resolvable.  This  is 
essential  in  keeping  trial  lists  clear  and  providing  early 
dates.  The  earlier  a  matter  is  dealt  with  the  less 
appearances  in  court  are  required  and  the  less  trial  time 
that  is  scheduled. 

3.  Many  events  scheduled  that  require  counsel  to  examine 
their  files.  The  more  opportunities  for  defence  counsel  and 
Crown  Attorneys  to  discuss  the  case  the  earlier  and  larger 
pretrial  resolution  is.  This  is  referred  to  as  the  "reverse 
telescope"  by  American  experts.  This  entails  stages  of 
resolution  so  the  final  number  of  matters  that  are  set  for 
valuable  court  time  is  small  and  is  firm  court  trial  time 
(recognizing  that  there  will  always  be  those  who  plead  guilty 
on  the  trial  date  regardless  of  earlier  opportunities 
provided) . 

4.  Disclosure  at  an  early  stage.  This  is  essential  to 
caseflow  management  and  early  resolution  of  cases.  Counsel 
will  not  be  prepared  to  discuss  and  resolve  the  case  unless 
they  know  the  full  case  against  their  client.  The  earlier 
and  more  detailed  the  disclosure  the  more  likely  that  issues 
can  be  resolved  or  witnesses  and  court  time  reduced. 


1.  A  non  profit  organization  formed  in  1971  controlled  by 
and  serving  the  state  courts . 
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5.  The  screening  of  charges  when  they  enter  the  system  to 
ensure  the  proper  charges  are  laid  and  the  evidence  is 
available  to  prove  them. 

6.  Early  access  by  the  accused  to  counsel  and  accommodation 
where  possible  of  such  counsel. 

7.  Continual  monitoring  of  the  system  and  control  of  the 
case.  The  next  step  is  always  set  once  the  prior  is 
completed . 

The  fundamentals  of  caseflow  management  as  listed, 
in  order,  by  the  Institute  for  Court  Management  are: 

"1.  Judicial  leadership  and  commitment. 

2.  Consultation  with  the  Bar,  et  al. 

3.  Time  standards  and  operational  goals. 

4.  Court  supervision  of  case  process. 

5.  An  effective  caseflow  information  system. 

6.  Accurate  scheduling  for  trial  date  certainty 

7.  Court  supervision  and  control  of  continuances 
(adjournments) . 1,1 

It  has  been  established  in  other  jurisdictions,  that  the 
infusion  of  additional  resources  without  caseflow  management 
techniques  and  an  efficient  management  system  in  place  is 
futile . 


In  the  fall  of  1988  the  Attorney  General  and  then 
Chief  Judge  F.C.  Hayes  created  six  pilot  project  committees 
in  Durham  Region  (Oshawa),  Peel  Region  (Brampton),  Simcoe 
County  (Barrie),  Scarborough,  York  Region  (Newmarket),  and 
Ottawa.  These  committees  studied  their  respective  areas  and 
developed  cooperative  management  plans  on  how  to  best  utilize 
their  courts  and  resources .  Members  on  the  committees 
encompasse  the  judiciary,  Crowns,  defence  bar.  Legal  Aid, 
Police,  courts  administration,  trial  coordinators,  and  in 
some  areas  federal  prosecutors  and  probation  officers. 

The  items  that  follow  were  areas  that  were  explored 
by  the  committees  and  found  to  be  useful  in  increasing 
disposition  rates,  reducing  delays,  and  making  the  system 
work  more  effectively  for  all  concerned.  One  of  the  key 
factors  was  the  opportunity  for  everyone  to  meet  and  discuss 
problems  whether  they  involved  delay  reduction  per  se  or 
not.  Cooperative  management  and  the  smooth  running  of  the 
court  system  depends  on  open  and  easily  available  lines  of 
communication . 


1.  "Special  Issues  in  Criminal  Caseflow  Management: 
Reducing  Delay"  Institute  for  Court  Management  course 
materials.  April  1990. 
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Disclosure 


Provision  of  disclosure  material  (as  set  out  in  the 
Attorney  General's  directive  to  Crown  Attorneys)  is  not 
always  sufficient  to  ensure  counsel  will  resolve  their  cases 
prior  to  trial.  The  key  is  to  get  disclosure  to  them  at  an 
early  date  to  ensure  an  early  review  of  such  material  and 
early  decisions  with  respect  to  guilty  pleas,  waivers, 
admissions,  and  reduction  of  witnesses  required. 

The  benefits  to  the  Crown  of  providing  early 
disclosure  are  numerous .  Early  disclosure  may  lead  to  an 
early  guilty  plea  which  saves  the  Crown  the  necessity  of 
preparing  for  a  trial  of  that  matter.  The  more  often  guilty 
pleas  occur  at  an  early  stage  the  less  they  occur  on  the 
trial  date.  A  reduction  of  guilty  pleas  on  the  trial  date 
means  not  as  many  matters  need  be  scheduled  which  in  turn 
results  in  the  Crown  not  receiving  as  many  files  for  trial. 

It  may  also  save  the  need  for  lengthy  victim  interviews.  It 
will  certainly  reduce  backlog  as  the  matter  will  be  out  of 
the  system  not  remaining  as  a  "pending"  matter. 

Examples  of  how  disclosure  can  be  encouraged  are  as 

follows : 

1.  A  two  stage  disclosure  procedure.  Counsel  acquires  the 
first  stage  of  disclosure  that  sets  out  the  evidence  against 
the  accused  and  witness  willsays  that  contain  no  names.  The 
second  stage  takes  place  a  few  weeks  later  and  is  done  by  the 
Crown.  At  this  stage  names  are  disclosed  and  resolution 
discussions  take  place. 

2.  Disclosure  can  be  provided  by  the  police  liaison 
officer.  This  officer  can  receive  offers  from  the  defence 
and  provide  them  to  the  Crown  Attorney's  office  for  a 
response.  A  quick  response  from  the  Crown  is  essential.  If 
a  further,  more  detailed  meeting,  is  requested  the  Crown  and 
defence  meet  for  a  resolution  discussion  with  or  without  the 
officer  in  charge  present. 

3.  The  court  can  require  disclosure  be  obtained  prior  to  any 
trial  date  being  set.  This  is  where  the  full  brief  is 
prepared  prior  to  an  accused's  first  appearance.1 2 3 


1.  This  is  the  Windsor  model. 

2.  Scarborough  disclosure  model. 

3.  This  is  the  Newmarket  model.  The  logistics  of  this  will 
be  explained  under  police  brief  preparation.  A  difficulty 
with  the  mandatory  obtaining  of  disclosure  materials  is 
defence  opposition.  In  certain  types  of  cases,  namely  over 
80  mgs.,  the  defence  is  aware  of  a  technical  (cont.) 
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4.  The  court  can  require  Crown\defence  discussions  prior  to 
a  trial  date  being  set. 

Police  Briefs 

Preparation  time  for  police  briefs  is  crucial  when 
attempting  to  provide  early  disclosure.  If  police  are  unable 
to  prepare  their  brief  until  shortly  before  trial  there  is  no 
real  opportunity  for  early  disclosure,  issue  resolution, 
witness  reduction,  and  plea  negotiation.  If  a  trial  date 
must  be  set  prior  to  any  such  preparation  the  trial  lists 
will  be  filled  with  matters  that  could  have  been  resolved 
earlier.  The  key  to  early  resolution  and  a  firm  and  accurate 
trial  list  is  to  have  the  brief  prepared  prior  to  a  trial 
date  being  set  so  counsel  can  make  an  early  decision  and 
valuable  trial  time  is  not  set  aside. 

The  police  can  institute  guidelines  that  ensure  full 
court  briefs  are  prepared  within  thirty  days  of  arrest.  This 
is  the  procedure  in  Brampton  and  arose  from  a  commitment  made 
by  the  police  representative  on  the  Delay  Reduction 
Committee.  Although  there  is  considerable  time  and  expense 
involved  in  preparing  briefs  for  trials  that  may  not  be 
trials,  the  result  is  felt  to  be  a  saving  of  time  and  money 
for  officers  and  witnesses  who  attend  court  only  to  have  the 
matter  resolved,  or  their  evidence  admitted  or  waived  at  the 
trial.  Briefs  were  being  prepared  for  "trial"  matters  as 
this  was  the  only  method  the  defence  could  use  to  obtain  the 
full  brief.  Avoiding  this  is  an  important  element  of  delay 
reduction  and  is  being  instituted  in  Newmarket  as  well. 


3.  (cont.)  difficulty  and  does  not  want  the  Crown  or  Police 
to  repair  it.  They  fear  if  disclosure  is  mandatory  these 
flaws  will  come  to  light.  The  solution  to  this  is  to  require 
mandatory  Crown  screening  of  all  cases,  especially  those 
related  to  impaired  driving,  to  foreclose  this  argument. 

1.  Scarborough  model.  Defence  reluctance  to  meet  and  alert 
the  Crown  to  flaws  in  its  case  is  alleviated  by  making 
exceptions  when  appropriate  for  certain  types  of  trials  - 

1. e.  routine  impaired\over  80  cases. 

2.  The  new  procedure  in  Newmarket  is  also  to  reduce  the 
number  of  court  appearances  by  an  accused  prior  to  trial  and 
to  assist  the  Court  in  creating  more  accurate  trial  lists. 
Their  ‘procedure  requires  an  accused  who  is  released  to  attend 
court  in  four  weeks .  The  accused  is  handed  a  notice  upon 
release  by  the  police  or  justice  of  the  peace  which  provides 
information  on  court  procedures,  where  to  apply  for  legal 
aid,  and  what  to  bring  for  the  application.  The  police  brief 
is  fully  prepared  (excepting  those  cases  that  are  complex  or 
need  further  investigation)  and  this  disclosure  is  available 
before  the  accused  returns  to  court.  Counsel  may  (cont.) 


. 
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2.  A  more  detailed  initial  package  can  be  prepared  for 

an  accused's  first  appearance.  This  package  would  contain  a 
detailed  synopsis,  copies  of  signed  statements  by  the 
accused,  signed  witness  statements  where  available,  an 
explanation  of  the  strength  of  the  Crowns  case  by  outlining 
the  nature  of  the  evidence  (i.e.  fingerprint,  forensic, 
eyewitness,  statement),  an  indication  of  the  impact  on  the 
victim  and  details  of  any  injuries  if  applicable. 

Screening  and  review  of  inventory 

Screening  of  incoming  charges  is  essential  to 
effective  caseflow  management.  Excessive,  unsubstantiated, 
or  inappropriate  charges  ensure  the  likelihood  that  counsel 
will  proceed  to  trial.  Screening  by  senior  police  officers 
and  then  the  Crown  will  assist  in  creating  "real"  and 
provable  charges  so  court  time  can  be  accurately  scheduled 
and  counsel  know  the  true  offences  their  client  is  charged 
with .* 1  2 


The  six  pilot  project  areas  conducted  an  inventory 
review  analysis  of  charges  in  their  systems  with  a  view  to 
resolution.  Files  set  for  trial  in  a  certain  time  period 
were  reviewed  to  determine  the  appropriate  charge,  the 
appropriate  disposition,  and  whether  the  Crown  could  prove 
its  case.  In  Scarborough's  case  a  letter  was  sent, 
pre-approved  by  the  local  bar,  to  unrepresented  accused 
notifying  them  of  the  opportunity  to  obtain  free  legal  advice 
and  resolve  their  matters.  They  could  attend  court  and  speak 
to  a  duty  counsel  provided  specially  by  legal  aid  twice  a 
week  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  accused  who  responded  to 
the  Crown's  offer  to  resolve  their  cases.3 


2.  (cont.)  obtain  this  directly  from  the  police  by  mail  for 
a  fee  or  it  may  be  obtained  free  of  charge  from  the  Crown 
Attorney's  office. 

1.  Scarborough,  through  the  cooperation  of  their  police 
divisions,  is  instituting  this  system. 

2.  Newmarket,  for  example,  has  initiated  this  screening 
process  prior  to  disclosure  being  provided  and  the  accused's 
first  appearance. 

3.  In  Scarborough  Assistant  Crown  Attorney  John  McMahon 
examined  all  cases  set  for  trial  in  January  through  the  first 
week  of  March  1990.  He  also  spoke  with  counsel  who 
approached  him  on  matters  that  had  not  yet  been  set  for 
trial.  There  was  a  good  response  from  defence  counsel  and 
unrepresented  accused  to  his  inventory  review.  One  thousand 
one  hundred  and  eighty  three  cases  were  reviewed.  (cont.) 
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Police  case  liaison  of f icers\Police  court  bureaus 

A  police  bureau  in  the  courthouse  itself  is  of 
tremendous  assistance  to  delay  reduction  efforts.  Police 
briefs  are  present  and  immediately  available  for  disclosure 
and  discussions  with  counsel.  Police  assistance  in  calling 
off  witnesses,  and  providing  a  liaison  function  between  the 
defence,  court  office,  and  Crown  Attorney's  office  is 
invaluable.  Time  and  expense  to  the  court  and  police  can  be 
reduced  in  addition  to  the  inconvenience  to  witnesses  who  are 
subpoenaed  and  then  not  required. 

If  a  police  case  management  office  or  bureau  per  se 
is  not  available  or  possible  then  a  police  liaison  officer 
can  be  of  immense  assistance  to  the  defence,  Crown,  and 
court.  The  police  liaison  can  provide  disclosure,  receive 
defence  offers,  notify  the  defence  of  the  Crown's  position, 
call  off  witnesses,  and  move  cases  forward  for  earlier 
resolution.  The  savings  to  the  police  in  terms  of  officer 
court  time  saved  will  more  than  overcome  the  costs  of 
providing  such  an  officer. 

Legal  Aid 


Some  of  the  delays  in  setting  a  date  for  trial  are 
attributed,  not  always  fairly,  to  delays  in  obtaining  legal 
aid.  An  accused  may  make  several  appearances  claiming  he  has 
applied  and  not  heard  the  result.  The  Court  is  often  not 
aware  of  the  status  of  the  application  or  the  veracity  of 
this  claim. 

One  solution  to  this  delay  is  to  require  the  accused 
to  return  with  proof  he  has  made  an  application.  If  further 
information  must  be  supplied  the  accused  can  be  remanded  a 
short  period  and  told  to  return  with  a  letter  indicating  he 
has  supplied  all  the  information  requested.  In  this  fashion 


3.  (cont.)  One  hundred  ninety  three  cases  were  resolved  at  a 
savings  of  285  civilian  and  328  police  witnesses.  One 
hundred  and  eighty  nine  potential  trials  and  twenty  five 
complete  court  days  in  the  "specials"  court  were  saved.  The 
cost  benefit  to  the  Metropolitan  Toronto  Police  was  $49,000. 

1.  The  Brampton  police  case  management  office  in  1989  saved 
1,354  civilian  witnesses  and  1,423  police  witnesses.  In 
addition  they  provided  assistance,  disclosures,  called 
counsel  and  made  arrangements  for  waivers  in  and  out  of  Peel 
as  well  as  bringing  forward  cases. 

2.  The  Scarborough  police  liaison  officer  saves 
approximately  60  police  and  40  civilians  a  month  from 
appearing  in  court.  This  is  a  savings  of  $108  per  officer 
for  a  total  of  approximately  $6,000  a  month. 


. 
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the  accused  cannot  delay  the  process  by  electing  to  apply  or 
supply  the  requested  information  at  the  last  minute.  A 
control  has  been  built  into  the  system. 

One  of  the  contributions  made  by  Legal  Aid  was 
providing  the  accused  with  easier  access  to  Legal  Aid  offices 
in  order  to  make  an  application.  An  office  for  applications 
can  be  opened  in  the  court  building  itself  or  existing  office 
hours  can  be  extended. 

Legal  Aid  has  also  been  of  assistance  in  providing 
duty  counsel  for  special  initiatives  or  courts.  Any 
consideration  of  such  initiatives  requires  consultation  and 
cooperation  with  Legal  Aid. 

One  of  the  small  ways  that  court  time  can  be  utilized 
more  efficiently  was  illustrated  by  the  time  savings  achieved 
in  Brampton  by  having  duty  counsel  fill  out  a  slip  with  their 
name  so  the  accused  knew  which  duty  counsel  they  had  spoken 
to  and  could  so  advise  the  court.  The  result  was  that  the 
court  knew  who  to  page  and  time  was  saved. 

Legal  Aid  is  as  concerned  as  the  Court  with  the 
expeditious  processing  of  applications  and  efforts  have  been 
made  and  achieved  towards  this  goal.  In  Brampton,  where  a 
special  early  trial  date  court  was  created  for  impaired 
driving  cases,  the  application's  status  will  be  determined 
within  a  week.  In  Ottawa  the  response  time  is  measured  in 
days . ^ 


1.  An  office  was  opened  in  the  Brampton  provincial 
courthouse.  Office  hours  were  extended  in  Scarborough  by  two 
hours  per  day  and  the  Newmarket  applications  office  was 
extended  from  three  days  to  four. 

2.  Legal  Aid  provided  duty  counsel  coverage  for  a  special 
domestic  assault  clinic  in  Scarborough  held  two  days  a  month 
where  accused  persons  charged  with  such  offences  could 
attend,  speak  to  duty  counsel,  ascertain  the  Crown's 
position,  and  resolve  their  matter  if  so  desired. 

3.  Those  counsel  who  did  not  cooperate  soon  found  themselves 
being  paged  by  the  physical  description  given  by  the 
accused.  Being  paged  as  the  "short,  fat,  balding  duty 
counsel"  seemed  to  provide  the  motivation  necessary  to  fill 
out  these  slips. 

4.  According  to  Gord  McNaughton,  Assistant  to  the  Ottawa 
Area  Director  of  Legal  Aid,  Ottawa’s  speed  in  processing 
applications  is  attributable  to  a  number  of  factors: 

1.  Clients  attend  with  all  necessary  financial 
information. 

2.  Assessment  officer  works  out  of  the  Legal  Aid 
office.  Officer  has  20  years  experience,  (cont.) 
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First:  appearance  court 

The  pilot  sites  experienced  long  lists  and  equally 
long  days  in  their  first  appearance/assignments  courts. 
Alternatives  were  and  are  still  being  tried.  In  Ottawa  the 
dates  are  set  on  a  take  a  number  basis  and  there  are  two 
clerks  working  in  the  court.  There  is  a  Crown  available 
outside  the  court  to  provide  disclosure  and  resolve  matters 
on  the  list  for  that  day. 

In  Newmarket1  the  assignment  court  officially 
starts  before  the  justice  of  the  peace  enters  the  courtroom. 
Police  officers  are  present  in  the  court  and  arrange  trial 
dates  with  accused  and  counsel  prior  to  the  J.P.  entering  the 
courtroom.  They  also  ascertain  what  the  accused  wishes  to  do 
(i.e.  apply  for  legal  aid).  This  assists  in  early  referral 
to  duty  counsel.  The  result  is  that  all  discussions 
regarding  available  dates,  vacation  times,  length  of  trial, 
etc.  take  place  before  the  judge  or  J.P.  enters.  A  daily 
list  of  available  dates  is  printed  up,  copies  are  made  for 
the  court  officer,  J.P.,  and  defence  counsel.  These  are 
updated  and  appropriately  amended  at  the  end  of  each  court 
day.  The  J.P.  then  officially  remands  the  accused  and  so 
notes  the  calendar.  If  the  Crown  has  screened  the  case  prior 
to  this  point  a  notation  can  be  made  of  crown  election  and 
length  of  trial.  The  police  have  also  assisted  the 
congestion  of  the  first  appearance  court  by  returning  those 
arrested  over  all  five  days  of  the  week  rather  than  the 
Monday. 


Matters  such  as  numbering  Crown  briefs,  the  order  in 
which  certain  types  of  matters  are  called  (i.e.  least  time 
consuming  to  most),  accused  being  told  to  remain  in  court 
until  their  matter  is  called,  preparing  a  list  of  custody 
accused  with  the  nature  of  their  appearance,  number  on  the 


4 .  (cont . ) 

3.  Assistant,  Gord  McNaughton,  assists  Director  in 
answering  correspondence  from  lawyers  and  conducts 
assessments  himself  if  necessary. 

4 .  Letters  from  counsel  are  answered  the  same  day 
unless  extremely  complex. 

5.  Many  lawyers  pick  their  certificates  up  directly 
rather  than  by  mail.  Office  is  across  the  street  from 
the  courthouse. 

6.  Review  of  assessment  officer's  decision  is  conducted 
by  Gord  McNaughton  and  only  takes  minutes. 

7.  A  computer  has  been  installed  allowing  for  instant 
access  to  all  file  information.  This  was  not  a  factor  in 
reducing  their  time  to  two  days  but  has  increased  the 
speed  at  which  things  in  the  office  can  be  done. 

1.  Soon  to  be  adapted  and  adopted  by  Scarborough. 


. 
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list,  and  readiness  to  proceed,  names  and  phone  numbers  of 
counsel  noted  on  the  front  of  the  brief,  and  Crown  and 
defence  elections  being  made  when  the  trial  date  is  set  are 
all  initiatives  that  can  make  the  first  appearance  and 
assignment  court  run  more  smoothly  and  efficiently. 

Staggering  appearances  in  the  first  appearance  court 
may  also  be  of  use.  In  Brampton,  for  example,  they  set  the 
first  appearances  at  9:00  with  all  others  at  10:30. 

Duty  Crowns 

One  of  the  most  effective  innovations  in  the  pilot 
sites  was  the  creation  of  the  duty  Crown.  The  duty  Crown 
performs  a  number  of  functions  with  the  priority  of  these 
functions  varying  from  area  to  area. 

One  of  the  functions  of  the  duty  Crown  is  the 
screening  of  incoming  cases  to  ensure  that  appropriate 
charges  have  been  laid,  there  is  a  legal  and  evidentiary 
foundation  for  the  charge,  the  proper  evidence  has  been 
collected  and  witnesses  noted,  weaknesses  in  the  case  that 
can  be  repaired  are,  Crown  election  is  noted  on  the  file, 
time  estimates  are  noted,  and  the  case  assigned  a  particular 
Crown  at  an  early  stage  if  so  required. 

Another  function  of  the  duty  Crown  is  to  be 
available  for  advice  to  the  public  and  police  as  well  as  to 
be  available  for  disclosure  and  plea  discussion  purposes  with 
defence  counsel  .  In  some  areas  there  is  a  Crown  who  handles 
all  plea  negotiations  for  matters  set  for  trial  in  trial 
courts  on  that  particular  day.  This  ensures  that  the  trial 
Crown  is  able  to  continue  the  court  without  taking  a  recess 
to  discuss  the  matter.  Professor  Ernest  Friesen,  an 


1.  From  a  memo  by  Rita  Koehl  on  407  court  (Scarborough  First 
appearance  and  set  date  court). 

2 .  There  is  currently  a  subcommittee  studying  how  to 
rearrange  and  improve  the  assignment  court  which  will  then 
report  to  the  Delay  Reduction  Committee  at  large. 

3.  In  Brampton  the  duty  Crown  commences  the  day  in  the  first 
appearance  court  talking  to  any  counsel  that  wish  to  discuss 
a  resolution  at  this  stage.  After  an  hour  or  so  in  this 
court  the  Crown  then  moves  to  the  trial  courts  assisting  with 
defence/Crown  discussions  and  resolving  matters  by  way  of 
plea  that  have  been  set  for  trial.  In  Newmarket  this  Crown 
is  referred  to  as  the  supervising  or  "pit  boss"  Crown  and 
performs  the  same  role  in  assisting  the  trial  courts.  This 
is  a  separate  and  distinct  position  from  the  duty  Crown  who 
screens  incoming  cases  and  is  available  to  discuss  (cont.) 
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expert  on  delay  reduction  and  caseflow  management,  observed 
several  of  our  provincial  courts  and  observed  that  more  time 
was  wasted  by  "may  I  have  the  courts  indulgence"  than 
anything  else. 

Where  Crown  briefs  are  not  kept  in  the  courthouse  a  Crown 
can  be  placed  in  the  police  division  or  location  where  briefs 
are  kept  in  order  to  provide  disclosure  or  discuss  matters 
with  the  defence.  In  Durham  Region  this  Crown  is  referred  to 
as  the  Community  Crown.  The  Community  Crown  was  instituted 
in  1987  to  facilitate  access  to  disclosure.  This  Crown  is 
available  at  the  police  station  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:45  p.m. 
for  disclosure,  victim  interviews,  C.A.S.  and  police 
consultation.  In  addition  the  Crown  has  a  duty  Crown  present 
two  half  days  a  week  outside  the  assignment  court.  This  is 
to  review  files,  make  elections,  and  speak  with  counsel  in  an 
effort  to  reduce  issues.  Counsel  can  obtain  disclosure  at 
the  assignment  court  or  otherwise  meet  personally  with  a 
Crown  to  obtain  disclosure. 

In  Ottawa  there  is  a  duty  Crown  present  in  the 
Crown's  office  to  discuss  cases  with  defence  counsel,  handle 
public  inquiries,  and  provide  advice  to  the  police. 
Additionally,  a  Crown  screens  all  cases  prior  to  a  trial 
being  set  and  aims  at  screening  prior  to  first  appearance  if 
possible.  This  is  facilitated  by  all  police  forces  (save 
one)  having  their  files  and  court  offices  in  the  courthouse 
itself.  There  is  a  Crown,  providing  staff  is  available,  five 
days  a  week  for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  matters  formerly 
before  the  victim/accused  pretrial  conference  court. 

Commencing  August  1,  1990,  Newmarket  will  have  the 
duty  Crown  outside  the  first  appearance  court.  This  is  to 
coordinate  with  the  new  expedited  brief  procedure.  The  Crown 
Attorney's  office,  on  an  experimental  basis,  will  assign  all 
those  cases  that  require  assignment  to  the  Duty  Crown  present 
when  they  enter  the  system.  This  is  intended  to  prevent 
delays  due  to  "Crown  shopping".  Additionally  a  yellow  form 
will  be  used  for  insertion  in  the  brief  indicating  the  nature 
of  prior  plea  negotiations.  This  will  ensure  that  Crown 


3.  (cont.)  these  cases  with  counsel.  Scarborough's  duty 
Crown  is  available  in  the  Crown's  office  for 
disclosure/resolution  discussions  each  day.  This  is 
essential  as  the  Court  will  not  usually  permit  counsel  to  set 
a  trial  date  until  they  have  met  with  this  Crown. 

1.  Mike  Gillen  and  John  Scott  discuss  their  procedure  and 
provide  supporting  materials  in  their  paper  "Durham  Region 
Crown  Review  and  Disclosure  Process." 
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positions  will  not  be  undermined  without  the  prior 
consultation  of  the  initial  Crown.1 2 

i 

Reduced  hearing  times 

Measures  can  be  taken  to  improve  the  speed  at  which 
trials,  bail  hearings,  and  sentences  take  place.  One  method 
of  reducing  trial  time  is  the  use  of  certificates  of  analysis 
in  prosecuting  over  80  charges.  Bail  hearings  can  be 
expedited  by  the  Crown  (with  the  consent  of  the  accused) 
reading  in  the  allegations.  If  a  consent  release  is  being 
suggested  the  Crown  could  submit  a  form  with  suggested 
terms.  Sentencing  can  be  expedited  with  the  cooperation  of 
the  Probation  office.  This  cooperation  in  Durham  Region  led 
to  reducing  the  time  for  a  presentence  report  being  ready 
from  three  weeks  to  three  days . 

Trial  coordination 

Monitoring  of  lists  and  scheduling  is  essential  to 
effective  courtroom  utilization.  If  matters  resolve  before 
trial  the  court  should  be  notified  so  that  court  time  can  be 
booked  for  other  matters.  As  well,  contact  should  be  made 
with  counsel  prior  to  the  trial  date  to  ascertain  the  matters 
status  and  counsel's  intentions. 

This  role  was  undertaken  by  trial  coordinators  in 
the  six  pilot  project  areas.  The  trial  coordinators 
commenced  a  number  of  initiatives  to  reduce  trial  delay  and 
increase  effective  courtroom  utilization  including: 

1.  Sending  letters  to  defence  counsel  in  advance  of  the  date 
set  for  trial  requesting  them  to  advise  the  trial  coordinator 
of  any  guilty  plea,  reduction  of  court  time  required, 
witnesses  that  can  be  called  off,  waivers  of  preliminary 
inquiries,  and  adjournment  requests. 

2.  Further  contact  with  counsel  who  do  not  respond  to  the 
first  letter  in  order  to  ascertain  their  intentions. 

3.  In  person  contact  with  counsel  regarding  trial  matters. 

4.  Periodic  monitoring  of  trial  lists  for  extra  time. 


1.  The  Ottawa  Crown's  office  also  uses  forms  to  note  such 
discussions  as  well  as  the  Crown's  election,  length  of  time 
required,  pretrial  required,  special  pretrial  court 
recommended,  referral  to  victim \witness  program,  Crown 
assignment  required,  and  whether  a  full  brief  needs  to  be 
prepared . 

2.  Instituted  as  a  Committee  initiative  in  Ottawa  and  will 
be  in  Peel  once  police  training  complete. 
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5.  Scheduling  of  those  cases  that  will  take  a  day  or  more  of 
court  time  or  are  of  particular  urgency  as  well  as 
coordinating  pretrials. 

6.  Rescheduling  of  court  time  that  can  be  reallocated  as  a 
result  of  indicated  guilty  pleas  or  waivers. 

7.  Responsibility  for  the  entry  of  data  into  the  trial 
information  computer  system. 

8.  Responsibility  for  the  production  of  reports  from  the 
computer  system. 

9.  Updating  of  court  diaries. 

10.  Liaison  with  the  Crown  Attorney's  office,  police,  and  the 
Judges  regarding  court  time  allotment  and  procedures. 

11.  Member  of  the  local  Delay  Reduction  Committee. 

12.  Daily  monitoring  of  trial  lists  in  order  to  balance  the 
court  dockets . 

In  addition  to  these  duties  each  region  has  unique 
systems  for  ensuring  the  court  is  used  effectively.  An 
example  is  Barrie  where  the  trial  coordinator  has  distributed 
a  form  to  defence  counsel  to  prompt  the  notification  of  the 
coordinator  of  any  changes  in  case  status .  In  Scarborough  a 
second,  strongly  worded,  letter  is  sent  to  counsel  who  do  not 
respond  to  the  first. 

The  trial  coordinators  are  achieving  : 

1.  Reduction  in  inconvenience  and  expense  to  Crown  witnesses 
by  advising  them  in  advance  of  guilty  pleas,  waivers,  or 
adjournments . 

2.  Reduction  in  inconvenience  and  expense  to  defence  counsel 
and  clients  due  to  increased  likelihood  of  a  trial  matter 
being  reached. 

3.  Increased  availability  of  early  trial  dates  for  urgent 
cases  due  to  the  trial  coordinator's  scheduling  system. 

4.  Increased  efficiency  in  the  utilization  of  court  time  by 
virtue  of  docket  balancing  and  more  realistic  time  scheduling 
(due  to  information  about  changes  to  case  status). 

These  functions  may  take  place  between  a  number  of 
individuals  in  your  particular  jurisdiction  such  as  court 
administrators.  Crowns,  and  judges  secretaries  or  assistants. 


- 
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The  trial  coordination  function  works  particularly 
well  when  operating  in  concert  with  a  police  case  management 
office  or  police  court  liaison  officer.  This  joint  effort  in 
Barrie  has  resulted  in  237  hours  of  court  time  freed  in  the 
first  five  months  of  this  year. 

Practice  Directions1 

Due  to  the  changes  taking  place  in  their 
jurisdiction,  several  of  the  courts  issued  practice 
directions  informing  the  bar  of  changes  in  procedures .  One 
such  practice  direction  related  to  a  complete  change  in  the 
manner  in  which  s.  11(b)  Charter  delay  arguments  were 
brought.  This  was  a  direction  issued  from  Peel  which 
required  "Applications  under  Section  24(1)  of  the  Charter 
alleging  a  breach  of  Section  11(b)  to  be  in  writing".  Notice 
of  application,  written  submissions,  and  transcripts  were 
required.  The  prosecutor  had  to  be  served  and  had  fifteen 
days  to  reply  in  writing.  A  provision  was  made  that  a  judge 
may  abridge  any  of  these  time  limits.  The  result  of  this 
directive  was  a  decrease  in  the  amount  of  time  required  for 
such  arguments.  Whereas  before  they  took  up  to  two  hours 
they  are  now  being  dealt  with  in  fifteen  minutes.  An'- 
unanticipated  side  effect  of  this  is  that  counsel's  arguments 
are  more  detailed  and  prepared  and  as  a  result  they  appear  to 
be  succeeding  more  often  than  they  did  formerly. 

Another  practice  direction  that  was  published  was 
regarding  the  Scarborough  disclosure/pretrial  procedure. 

Other  methods  of  alerting  counsel,  other  than  the  O.R.'s, 
C.C.C.'s  or  W.C.B.'s,  are  a  letter  to  the  Criminal  Lawyers' 
Association,  calling  a  meeting  of  Bench  and  Bar,  mailing  to 
all  counsel  who  have  matters  in  the  court,  or  posting  the 
notice  in  well  frequented  areas. 

Garth  Burrow,  an  Assistant  Crown  Attorney  in 
Newmarket,  wrote  to  the  Criminal  Lawyer's  Association 
Newsletter  explaining  Newmarket's  policy  of  proceeding  with 
trial  matters  first  with  guilty  pleas  occurring  in  a  special 
afternoon  court.  This  policy  ensures  that  the  large  blocks 
of  time  available  for  trials  in  the  morning  are,  in  fact, 
used  for  trials. 

Notices  to  accused 

Several  jurisdictions  have  prepared  notices  to  the 
accused  to  assist  them  in  understanding  the  court  process  and 
how  and  where  to  apply  for  legal  aid.  This  reduces  the 
confusion  and  time  spent  in  court  explaining  procedures  to 
the  accused.  Another  benefit  is  assisting  the  accused  in 


..  1  .  Appendix  A 
2 .  Appendix  B 
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obtaining  counsel  at  an  early  stage  so  the  matter  is  not 
remanded  continuously  awaiting  his  application  to  legal  aid. 
This  notice  can  be  handed  to  the  accused  in  first  appearance 
court  or,  if  the  police  are  willing,  upon  release  by  the 
officer  in  charge  in  an  effort  to  have  accused  prepared  for 
their  first  court  appearance. 

Pretrials 


The  pretrial  is  a  successful  tool  in  reducing  the 
amount  of  time  scheduled  for  trials.  The  necessity  for  a 
pretrial  can  be  determined  by  a  number  of  factors  such  as 
time  requested,  nature  of  charges,  number  of  charges,  and 
complexity  of  case.  Many  of  the  pilot  sites  required  a 
pretrial  to  narrow  issues  and  witnesses  if  a  day  or  more  of 
trial  time  was  requested.  Pretrials  are  viewed  as  very 
successful  in  reducing  trial  time  requested  and  used. 

In  Ottawa  a  case  manager  Crown  is  used  to  review 
cases  set  for  pretrial  and  attend  pretrials.  This  Crown  also 
follows  up  issues,  identifies  those  cases  that  require 
assignment,  discusses  resolutions  with  defence,  and  monitors 
those  cases  set  for  a  day  or  more  of  court  time  to  ensure 
accuracy  of  times  and  Crown  assignment. 

Specialized  Courts 

Specialized  courts  have  been  created,  attempted  and 
proposed  as  a  method  of  dealing  with  backlog  and  incoming 
cases.  These  courts  range  from  the  creation  of  specialized 
courts  such  as  bail  court,  guilty  plea  court,  preliminary 
inquiry  court,  and  summary  conviction  court  to  a 
victim/accused  pretrial  conference  court  where  the  victims 
input  is  particularly  desired  for  sentencing  or  alternative 
resolution  purposes). 

The  victim/witness  pretrial  conference  court  was 
instituted  in  Ottawa  as  an  experimental  initiative  of  their 
Delay  Reduction  Committee.  This  conference  was  to 


1.  This  court  was  viewed  as  successful  by  all  Committee 
members.  The  court  achieved  a  high  resolution  rate.  Over  a 
period  of  twelve  special  pretrial  courts  512  accused  were 
dealt  with  for  an  average  of  43  per  court.  71%  of  the  cases 
were  resolved.  Of  those  resolved  28%  plead  guilty.  Of  the 
remaining  cases  23%  were  withdrawn  outright,  and  the  rest 
were  withdrawn  with  restitution  made  (37%),  peace  bond 
ordered  (33%),  apology  made  (6%),  and  mediation  (3%).  Of  the 
512  accused,  27%  were  spousal  assaults.  Of  these  35%  plead 
guilty,  48%  set  trial  dates,  6%  were  bench  warrants,  and  10% 
were  withdrawn.  (From  February  25/1990  report  of  Andre js 
Berzins).  The  Crown  elected  to  continue  the  project  process 
in  the  regular  trial  courts  as  opposed  to  one  particular 
court . 


. 
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"provide  a  means  for  early  consultation  by  the  Crown  with  the 
Victim  and  by  the  Defence  with. the  accused  to  determine 
whether  cases  can  be  resolved  or  whether  trial  dates  need  be 
set."*  Cases  that  were  considered  were  offences  where  the 
accused  and  victim  knew  each  other  (i.e.  minor  assaults, 
threatening,  harassment),  where  restitution  was  the  main 
concern  (i.e.  mischief,  fraud  accommodation/transportation), 
minor  multi  accused  charge /countercharge  situations,  and 
peace  bond  applications.  A  Crown  would  screen  and  identify 
suitable  cases  and  on  consent  of  counsel  the  matter  would  be 
remanded  to  the  pretrial  court,  the  victim  contacted, 
interviewed  and  notified  of  the  date  in  the  event  they  wished 
to  attend  personally.  Investigating  officers  were  also 
contacted  where  relevant.  Interviews  of  victims  also  took 
place'  on  the  date  and  duty  counsel  were  provided  by  legal  aid 
for  unrepresented  accused.  Charges  were  resolved  by  guilty 
plea,  setting  a  trial  date,  withdrawal,  peace  bond,  or 
adjourned  for  purposes  such  as  counselling,  mediation, 
restitution. 

A  successful  application  to  the  Fund  for  Dispute 
Resolution  was  made  and  a  mediator  from  the  Dispute 
Resolution  Center  of  Ottawa  is  present  one  day  a  week  in  the 
courthouse  to  deal  with  mediation  arising  out  of 
victim\accused  pretrial  conferences. 

A  specialized  court  clinic  for  domestic  assault 
offences  was  instituted  in  Scarborough  and  was  very 
successful.  The  Crown  screened  and  remanded  appropriate 
cases  to  this  court.  These  were  cases  involving 
unrepresented  accused  where  the  offence  did  not  involve 
injuries.  The  clinic  was  held  every  Tuesday  afternoon  by 
duty  counsel  provided  by  legal  aid.  Duty  counsel  provided 
advice  to  unrepresented  accused  and  consulted  the  pretrial 
Crown  if  the  client  wished  to  discuss  a  possible  resolution. 

A  similar  clinic  for  shoplifting  cases  was  not  a  success  and 
was  discontinued. 

Brampton  deals  with  its  minor  (value  under  $100  and 
no  record)  shoplifting  cases  expeditiously.  The  case  is  set 
for  the  end  of  an  existing  list  within  three  months.  If  it 
is  not  reached  it  is  remanded  a  further  three  months.  If  not 


1.  Andre js  Berzins,  "RE:  Victim/Accused  Pre-trial 
Conferences"  July  24,  1989.  Ottawa/Carlton  Crown  Attorney's 
memo  to  the  defence.  See  Appendix  C. 

2.  Ibid. 

3.  This  was  later  discontinued  due  to  their  successful 
resolution  of  cases  in  the  first  appearance  court.  What  was 
accomplished  during  the  specialized  court  is  now  done  in  the 
first  appearance  court. 
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reached  on  the  second  occasion  it  is  withdrawn.  This  is 
rare.  These  cases  are  either  resolving  themselves  by  guilty 
plea  or  are  used  when  other  courts  are  looking  for  a  small 
natter  to  assist  with  at  the  end  of  the  day. 

Brampton  also  created  a  subcommittee  to  study 
fast-tracking  of  certain  matters  for  trial.  The  subcommittee 
and  committee  instituted  a  fast  track  for  impaired 
driving\over  80  cases  where  only  police  witnesses  were 
involved.  All  cases  were  set  within  30  to  90  days.  Despite 
some  initial  problems  with  defence  counsel  being  provided 
with  a  very  limited  extremely  early  choice  of  date,  this 
court  is  working  well.  This  court  was  created  as  impaired 
driving,  while  only  10%  of  the  charges,  took  a 
disproportionate  amount  of  of  court  time.  The  results  to 
date  seem  to  indicate  earlier  pleas  than  on  the  trial  date 
and  an  actual  increase  in  the  number  of  guilty  pleas. 

A  special  procedure  was  created  in  Peel  for  private 
complaints  which  requires  the  complainant ' s  attendance  in 
court  three  months  prior  to  the  trial  date  to  confirm  the 
case  will  proceed.  Failure  to  attend  results  in  the  charge 
being  dismissed. 

A  specialized  court  to  deal  with  guilty  pleas  only  was 
created  in  Newmarket.  This  court  is  scheduled  to  commence 
every  afternoon  in  the  bail/set  date  court.  Barrie  as  well 
has  a  court  designated  for  guilty  pleas  which  also  deals  with 
set  date  matters. 

One  initiative,  an  experiment  in  Ottawa,  involves 
the  evidence  of  witnesses  taken  outside  the  courtroom  for 
preliminary  inquiry  purposes.  Any  disputed  questions  can  be 
dealt  with  in  the  courtroom  before  a  judge.  If  satisfied 
with  the  extent  of  information  obtained  the  defence  then 
consents  to  a  waiver  of  the  preliminary  inquiry.  To  date 
this  has  been  tried  once  and  was  very  successful.  The  Crown, 
defence,  witness,  and  court  reporter  need  to  be  present  but 
the  accused  and  judge  do  not  need  to  attend  until  the  matter 
is  before  the  court  for  a  waiver.  This  concept  has  been 
presented  to  the  local  bar  who  appear  to  be  quite  interested. 

ABsiBtance  from  others 

It  may  be  possible  to  obtain  assistance  from  other 
jurisdictions  in  handling  your  caseload.  Oshawa  obtained  the 
assistance  of  Bowmanville  in  taking  five  impaired  cases  a 
week  for  trial.  In  addition  judges  from  outside  of  Oshawa 
(Cobourg  and  Peterborough)  provide  assistance  for  a  total  of 
three  days  a  week. 
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Durham,  Newmarket,  Ottawa,  and  Barrie  had  their 
Phase  II  Y.O.A.  matters  assumed  by  their  Family  Court  Bench. 

Master  calendars  regarding  courtroom  utilization 
were  prepared  in  several  jurisdictions.  This  ensured  that 
family  or  District  courtrooms  did  not  sit  empty  while  the 
Provincial  Court  required  extra  space. 

In  Ottawa  there  have  been  two  committees  set  up  to  ensure 
effective  sharing  of  resources  between  the  court  levels. 

There  is  a  committee  of  trial  coordinators  from  the  District, 
Supreme  and  Provincial  Courts  to  organize  courtroom  space  and 
an  integration  committee  of  court  administrators  to  share 
court  clerks,  court  reporters,  and  other  support  staff. 

Centralization  of  courts  or  administration  can  be  of 
benefit  as  well.  The  administrative  responsibility  for 
Midland  was  transferred  to  Barrie  and  the  Ajax  court  was 
centralized  in  Oshawa. 

Statistical  data  available  to  Manage  courts 

The  Integrated  Courts  Offences  Network  system  is 
being  installed  and  implemented  across  the  province.  It 
should  be  fully  installed  and  operational  province  wide  by 
the  end  of  1992. 

ICON  will  be  able  to  provide  the  number  of  bench 
warrants  ordered  and  executed,  charges  received,  pending  and 
disposed,  counts  available  by  specific  charge  (i.e.  over  80), 
number  of  dispositions  by  type,  number  of  appearances  by  type 
of  charge,  number  of  Crown  elections\accused  elections, 
disposition  times,  and  the  length  of  trials  by  type. 

Statistical  data  on  the  length  of  trial  times  is 
crucial  for  accurate  scheduling.  A  statistical  survey 
conducted  in  the  United  States  comparing  judge  and  attorney 
time  estimates  for  criminal  jury  trials  with  actual  time  used 
illustrates  the  difficulties  involved.  The  estimates  were 
much  higher  than  the  actual  time  required. 

Should  you  require  other  types  of  statistical  data 
your  court  administrator  or  Regional  Director  of  Courts 
Administration  will  be  able  to  tell  you  what  kind  of 
assistance  is  available. 

Conclusion 

If  you  wish  to  institute  some  of  these  procedures  in 
your  system  you  may  wish  to  informally  discuss  the  matter 
with  your  Crown  and  Regional  Director.  A  vital  first  step  in 
the  implementation  and  acceptance  of  many  of  these 
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initiatives  is  to  involve  the  various  parties  involved  in  the 
court  system.  A  meeting  of  local  defence  counsel,  judges, 
Crowns,  police,  legal  aid,  courts  administration  as  well  as 
the  Regional  directors  has  proven  to  be  a  very  useful  tool  in 
addressing  local  problems. 


(1)  Sipes,  Dale  A.  and  Mary  E.  Oram,  On  Trial;  the  length 
of  Civil  and  Criminal  Trials.  ( Willamsburg,  Virginia, 
National  Center  for  State  Courts,  1988).  Appendix  D. 
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IN  THE  PROVINCIAL  COURT  (CRIMINAL  DIVISION) 
JUDICIAL  DISTRICT  OF  PEEL 

PRACTICE  DIRECTION 

In  the  Judicial  District  of  Peel  the  backlog  of  cases  is  a  serious 
impediment  to  the  administration  of  justice.  The  Delay  Reduction 
Committee  has  put  in  place  several  procedures  to  reduce  and 
eliminate  delay  The  intention  of  this  Practice  Direction  is  to  also 
reduce/eliminate  delay  at  the  time  of  trial  Judges  are  inundated  with 
Applications  under  Section  24(1)  of  the  Charter  alleging  a  breach  of 
Section  11(b)  on  trial  days  thereby  reducing  the  trial  time  which  has 
been  allotted  for  each  trial  resulting  in  delay. 

1.  Commencing  October  2, 1989,  and  thereafter  Applications  under 
Section  24(1)  of  the  Charter  alleging  a  breach  of  Section  11(b)  shall 
be  in  writing 

2.  The  Notice  of  Application  shall  be  accompanied  by  written 
submissions  supporting  the  Application. 

The  Notice  of  Application  together  with 

(a)  written  submissions; 

(b)  proof  of  service  on  the  prosecutor  by  personal  service  or 
by  ordinary  mail;  and 

(c)  all  transcripts  of  previous  appearance  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Clerk  of  the  Court  not  less  than  thirty  (30)  clear  days 
prior  to  the  trial  date. 

4.  The  Notice  of  Application  shall  contain  the  following: 

(a)  name  of  the  accused/defendant; 

(b)  date  of  the  alleged  offence; 

(c)  nature  of  the  offence; 

(d)  date  of  the  application  and  date  of  trial; 

(e)  particulars  of  transcripts; 

(f)  a  brief  summary  of  the  grounds  of  the  Application. 

5.  Upon  being  served  with  the  Notice  of  Application  and  written 
submissions  the  prosecutor  shall  reply  in  writing  and  shall  within 
fifteen  (15)  clear  days  after  service  of  the  Notice  of  Application  and 
written  submissions  file  a  written  reply  to  the  Notice  of  Application 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  Court  together  with  proof  of  service  on  the 
accused  and/or  Counsel  by  personal  service  or  by  ordinary  post. 

6.  Any  time  limited  by  this  Direction  may  be  abridged  by  a  Judge 
of  the  Court,  before  or  after  the  expiration  of  the  time  prescribed. 

W  D  August 
Senior  Judge 

Provincial  Court  (Criminal  Division) 

June  27,  1989 
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1511  Eglmton  Ave  E. 
Scarborough,  Ontario 
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SCARBOROUGH  DI SCLOSURE/PRE-TRI AL  PROCEDURE 


The  Senior  Judge  in  Scarborough,  in  co-operation  with  the  Delay 
Reduction  Co-ordinating  Committee,  which  is  composed  of  representatives 
from  the  Legal  Aid  Plan,  the  Criminal  Lawyer's  Association, 
the  Crown  Attorney's  Office,  and  the  Bench,  has  embarked  on 
a  number  of  programs  to  reduce  trial  delay. 

In  an  attempt  to  reduce  trial  delay  in  the  Provincial  Court 
in  Scarborough,  a  new  disclosure/pre-trial  system  has  been 
established.  It  is  hoped  that  earlier  disclosure  and  more 
meaningful  pre-trial  discussion  between  defence  and  Crown  counsel 
will  reduce  the  number  of  cases  set  for  trial  or  shorten  actual 
trial  time  by  narrowing  legal  issues. 


The  following  procedure  will  be  implemented : 


1.  The  Crown  will  be  asked  to  make  its  election  in  407  court 
in  relation  to  Crown  elect  offences.  The  Crown  election 
will  be  noted  on  the  copy  of  the  synopsis  handed  to  an 
accused  on  his/her  first  appearance. 

2.  No  date  will  be  set  for  a  'special'  in  405  court,  unless 
and  until  a  pre-trial  has  been  held  with  the  Crown. 

3.  In  the  more  serious  and/or  complex  cases  (i.e.  Sexual 
Assaults,  strictly  indictable  offences),  the  court  will 
direct  that  a  pre-trial  be  held  before  a  trial  date  is 
set.  The  case  will  be  adjourned  in  407  Court  from  time 
to  time  to  allow  a  pre-trial  to  be  held. 

4.  On  a  remand  date,  once  counsel  is  retained,  the  case  will 
be  held  down  until  counsel  arranges  a  pre-trial  (in  person 
or  by  letter).  Once  a  pre-trial  date  and  time  are  fixed, 
the  case  will  be  re-called  and  the  accused  will  be  remanded 
to  the  same  date  in  407  Court,  either  for  10  a.m.  or  2  p.m. 
The  date  and  time  of  the  pre-trial  will  be  noted  on  the 
information . 


' 
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5.  On  the  return  date,  if  the  pre-trial  results  in  a  proposed 
settlement,  the  case  can  be  disposed  of  on  the  same  date. 

A  judge  will  see  counsel  in  chambers  upon  request,  prior 
to  the  plea  being  entered.  If  the  pre-trial  does  not 
result  in  a  settlement,  either  the  Crown  or  defence  counsel 
may  request  the  assistance  of  a  Judge  in  an  effort  to 
settle  the  matter. 

6.  Disclosure  is  available  through  Sgt.  Braisby,  Monday  through 
Friday  from  9  a.m.  to  1  p.m.  An  appointment  may  be  made 

in  person  or  by  telephone  by  calling  757-2886. 

7.  Pre-trials  (as  distinct  from  disclosure)  will  be  scheduled 
for  Tuesdays,  wherever  possible.  If  a  full  brief  is  not 
available,  the  officer  in  charge  of  the  case  will  be  asked 
to  attend. 

8.  A  clinic  is  being  held  by  duty  counsel  on  Tuesdays  between 
1:30  -  4:00  p.m.  to  provide  advice  to  unrepresented  accused. 
Duty  counsel  will  be  able  to  consult  the  pre-trial  Crown 

if  a  possible  disposition  is  suggested.  Persons  charged 
with  family  assault  will  be  remanded  to  the  following 
Tuesday  at  2  p.m.  to  allow  them  to  attend  the  clinic. 


IN  THE  PROVINCIAL  COURT 


(CRIMINAL  DIVISION) 


SCARBOROUGH 


PRACTICE  DIRECTION 


As  a  result  of  much  hard  work  and  planning,  the  Delay  Reduction 
Committee  of  the  Scarborough  Provincial  Court  (Criminal 
Division)  has  made  substantial  progress  in  reducing  the 
time  it  takes  to  brine  cases  on  for  trial.  One  of  the 
strategies  recently  chosen  by  the  Committee  to  continue 
this  progress  concerns  the  procedure  used  to  aet  dates 
for  trial. 

Effective  immediately,  before  a  date  for  trial  will  be 
set  in  adult  or  youth  court/  a  pre-trial  conference  with 
the  Crown  is  mandatory.  Tne  Scarborough  Crown's  office 
is  providing  a  duty  crown  who  will  always  be  available 
for  this  purpose. 

The  pre-trial  conference  can  be  conducted  when  appearing 
to  set  a  dote  for  trial  or  earlier  upon  making  an  appointment 
vitn  the  Crown's  office. 

This  procedure  has  been  used  on  an  experimental  basis  during 
the  pasc  month  and  has  produced  excellent  results.  It 
is  hoped  that  all  will  continue  to  co-operate  to  provide 
timely  trials  in  Scarborough. 


A.W.  Davidson 
Senior  Judge 
Provincial  Court 
(Criminal  Division) 
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|  view:  expressed  in  Case  Comments,  Queries  &  Letters  are  not 
Rcessaril)'  those  o(  the  Criminal  Lawyers’  Association. 

m.  Disclosure  Costs 

To:  Counsel  Engaged  in  Criminal  Cases  in  the  Newmarket  Courts 

|rom:  Larry  H.  Owen,  Crown  Attorney 

^e:  Disclosure  Cases  Involving  York  Regional  Police  Force 


()ate:  October  20,  1988 

n  this  jurisdiction  disclosure  in  criminal  cases  has  been  pro- 

f-ided  to  counsel  by  mailing  photocopies  of  the  relevant 
naterial.  This  has  been  possible  because  of  the  assistance  of 
he  York  Regional  Police,  otherwise  it  would  have  been  nec- 
iry  for  counsel  to  attend  upon  Crown  counsel  to  receive 

I]  disclosure.  The  latter  practice  has  been  and  is  the  prac- 
u  in  a  number  of  other  jurisdictions. Recently  some  of  these 
jurisdictions  have  adopted  a  system  of  mailed  disclosure  but 
itave  been  able  to  do  so  only  by  enlisting  the  assistance  of  die 
focal  police  force.  The  local  police  forces  are  charging  a  fee 
to  cover  the  cost  of  providing  that  level  of  service. 

I  The  York  Regional  Police  Force  feels  that  it  is  appropriate 
and  fair  that  they  no  longer  provide  the  resources  required  for 
free  and  therefore  they  will  impose  a  charge  to  cover  their 
costs.  In  addition,  they  feel  that  in  this  way  they  can  provide 
further  resources  to  this  task  and  expect  a  better  level  of  ser¬ 
vice  than  was  possible  in  the  past.  The  fee  will  be  a  flat  rate 
of  $20.00.  This  figure  is  a  result  of  an  analysis  of  projected 
[costs  only  (i.e.  there  is  no  profit  built  in).  This  fee  is  the  same 
as  that  charged  by  the  York  Regional  Police  Force  for  copies 
of  accident  reports,  theft  reports,  etc.  I  note  in  passing  that  in 
Halton  Region  the  cost  is  $25.00. 

Accordingly,  disclosure  requests  made  on  or  after  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1988  must  be  accompanied  by  counsel’s  cheque  for 
$20.00,  payable  to  York  Regional  Police  Force,  if  counsel 
expects  to  receive  disclosure  by  way  of  photocopies  sent 
through  the  mail.  If  no  cheque  accompanies  the  request  then 
disclosure  will  be  provided  in  accordance  with  the  Attomey- 
^eneral’s  guidelines  by  Crown  counsel  meeting  with  defence 
junsel. disclosure  will  be  oral  with  an  opportunity  for  coun¬ 
sel  to  lake  notes. 

No  change  is  anticipated  in  present  practices  regarding 
photographs,  films  and  similar  items  which  have  been  the 
subject  of  a  police  charge  for  copying. 

There  is  no  change  in  procedure  for  cases  which  are  not 
prepared  by  the  York  Regional  Police. 


2.  Procedural  Changes  Newmarket  Provincial  Cou 
Dear  Earl: 

Re:  Procedural  Changes 
Newmarket  Provincial  Courts  (Criminal  Division) 

Following  our  conversation  of  February  14,  1989,  I  am 
writing  to  you  in  order  that  the  members  of  the  Criminal 
Lawyers  Association  can  be  advised  of  procedural  changes 
which  have  been  adopted  following  a  meeting  of  the  Court 
Management  Committee  on  Monday,  February  13,  1989.  As 
you  are  aware,  there  is  currently  a  substantial  backlog  in  the 
Provincial  Courts,  (Criminal  Division).  In  an  effort  to 
attempt  to  resolve  this  problem  the  Court  Management 
Committee  has  proposed  that  effective  March  6,  19S9,  the 
following  procedures  will  apply  in  trial  courts. 

1)  Matters  set  for  trial  will  proceed  as  soon  as  the  court 
opens  at  9:30  a.m. 

2)  All  matters  which  are  to  be  dealt  with  by  way  of  plea  of 
guilty  will  be  assembled  from  the  trial  courts  arid 
placed  into  a  designated  court  for  plea  at  2:00  p.m. 

3)  Counsel  who  notify  the  Crown  Attorney  in  advance  of 
the  trial  date  that  their  matter  will  be  ?.  plea  of  guilty, 
will  not  be  required  and  their  case  will  not  be  called 
until  2:00  p.m.  Hopefully,  this  will  allow  Counsel  who 
have  other  matters  to  attend  to  in  other  jurisdictions  to 
do  that  first,  and  then  come  to  Newmarket. 

4)  A  Crown  with  no  assigned  court  duties  will  be 
available  each  day  to  discuss  a  possible  resolution  of 
any  matter  in  any  of  the  trial  courts.  If,  as  a  result,  a 
plea  is  worked  out  then  Counsel  would  re-attend  at 
2:00  p.m.  for  the  purpose  of  entering  the  plea 

We  are  attempting  to  do  everything  reasonably  possible  to 
reduce  the  backlog  in  York  Region  and  look  forward  to  the 
co-operation  of  the  members  of  Lite  Criminal  Lawyers  Asso¬ 
ciation  in  this  endeavour. 

D.  Garth  Burrow 
Assistant  Crown  Attorney 

3.  Letter  from  T.  David  McComb 

Michael  Lomer, 

Editor,  Criminal  Lawyers’  Newsletter, 

Re:  C.B.A.  Programmer— Criminal  Law — 
Convention  Centre — March  4/89 

Dear  Sir: 

Nine  balanced  panels  enterLair.ed/educated  on  topics  of 
mutual  interest  to  the  judges,  defence  counsel,  crowns 
interested  academics  and  even  a  politician  who  attended  For 
those  fellow  travellers  who  missed  it,  the  content  was  a 
“downer”.  No  additional  arrows  for  the  quiver  this  time 
out — only  a  timely  plaintive  cry  from  Alan  Gold  (  they  got  it 
wrong — distinguish  those  contraband  cases  )  Y*hai  you 
missed  "discovering"  was  as  follows: 


Ministry  of  the 

Attorney 

General 
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Delay  Reduction  Committee 
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NOTICE 


The  Delay  Reduction  Committee  in  York  Region 
has  prepared  an  initiative  intended  to  assist  the 
Provincial  Court  (Criminal  Division)  in  reducing 
the  backlog.  The  plan  attempts  to  reduce  the 
number  of  appearance  dates  necessary  prior  to 
setting  a  trial  date,  improve  the  speed  with  which 
disclosure  can  be  provided,  and  allow  more 
accurate  estimation  of  trial  time. 

All  Judges  of  the  Provincial  Court  (Criminal 
Division)  assigned  to  the  Newmarket  Court  support 
the  initiative  fully. 


FIRST  APPEARANCES 

Beginning  July  1,  1990,  all  adults  charged  by 
York  Regional  Police  and  released  on  an  Appearance 
Notice  (Form  9),  Prom.ise  to  Appear  (Form  10)  or 
Recognizance  before  and  Officer  (Form  11)  will  be 
required  to  appear  at  Newmarket  Courthouse, 
Courtroom  200,  on  a  specified  date  approximately 
four  weeks  hence.  Currently  these  individuals 
return  about  two  weeks  after  the  date  on  which 
they  are  released  or  issued  with  an  Appearance 
Notice . 

In  addition,  each  accused  will  be  provided 
with  a  copy  of  a  Notice  to  Accused  Persons  which 
provides  certain  information  intended  to  assist 
these  individuals  to  prepare  for  First  Appearance 
(copy  attached) . 

While  it  is  recognized  that  some  accused  will 
be  unwilling  or  unable  to  do  so,  it  is  hoped  that 
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many  will  be  able  to  set  a  trial  date  on  the  First 
appearance,  or  indicate  a  plea,  and  that  the  Court 
will  benefit  from  an  overall  reduction  in  the 
number  of  court  appearances  in  the  remand  court. 


RELEASE  ON  BAIL 

Adults  charged  by  York  Regional  Police  and 
subsequently  released  on  bail  by  a  Justice  of  the 
Peace  will  be  provided  with  a  similar  Notice  to 
Accused.  Subject  to  the  Court  and  individual 
situations,  the  Crown  will  also  request  a  four- 
week  remand  prior  to  requiring  an  accused  to 
return  prepared  to  set  a  date  for  trial. 


DISCLOSURE 

Within  the  four-week  period  prior  to  First 
Appearance  (or  the  first  return  date  for  those 
released  on  bail)  York  Regional  Police  will 
prepare  Crown  briefs  for  trial  and  full 
disclosure.  While  certain  complicated  or  serious 
cases  requiring  further  investigation  or  extra 
preparation  may  not  be  complete  within  that  time 
period,  it  is  expected  that  the  vast  majority  will 
be.  Disclosure  will  be  available  in  all  but 
exceptional  cases  prior  to  the  First  Appearance. 

Disclosure  can  be  obtained  through  the  Crown 
Attorney's  office.  A  meeting  will  be  scheduled 
with  a  Crown  Attorney  on  request  for  disclosure  in 
person.  Fcr  counsel  wishing  disclosure  by  mail, 
the  existing  $20  fee,  payable  to  York  Regional 
Police  to  offset  their  costs  in  assisting  the 
Crown  Attorney's  office  to  prepare  disclosure 
materials,  will  continue. 

All  files  will  have  been  thoroughly  reviewed 
by  a  senior  police  officer  and  a  Crown  Attorney 
prior  to  disclosure  and  First  Appearance. 


DUTY  CROWN 

The  Crown  Attorney's  Office  has  established  a 
Duty  Crown  program  which  is  intended  to  assist  in 
the  management  of  cases  at  the  First  Appearance 
level.  The  position  will  rotate  each  month.  The 
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Duty  Crown  will  review  all  files  entering  the 
system  and  is  available  to  discuss  these  cases 
with  Counsel  by  appointment. 


In  addition,  commencing  August  1,  1990,  on  an 
experimental  basis,  the  Duty  Crown  will  be 
available  from  9  a.m.  to  11  a.m.  in  a  consulting 
room!  near  Courtroom  200,  prepared  to  discuss  any 
files  set  for  that  court  on  that  day.  Full 
disclosure  must  be'  requested  as  described  above, 
but  the  prepared  files  will  be  available  for 
review  and  discussion  with  counsel. 


It  is  hoped  that  this 
disposition  of  appropriate 
accurate  estimates  of  time 
set  for  trial. 


will  encourage  early 
cases,  and  more 
required  in  those  cases 


SUPERVISING  CROWN 

The  existing  Supervising  Crown  position  will 
also  continue,  and  will  be  directed  to  the  daily 
management  of  cases  in  the  trial  courts. 

Questions  relating  to  cases  on  the  trial  date 
should  therefore  be  directed  to  the  Supervising 
Crown  or  the  Crown  assigned  to  the  trial  court. 


CUSTODY  MATTERS 

Trials  will  be  scheduled  and  disclosure 
provided  for  accused  detained  in  custody  as  they 
are  now:  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 


O.P.P.  CASES 

Files  relating  to  charges  laid  by  the  O.P.P. 
will  continue  to  be  handled  as  they  are  now.  In 
the  majority  of  cases  files  are  available  for 
disclosure  within  three  weeks  of  the  date  the 
charge  is  laid,  and  accused  routinely  appear  two 
to  three  weeks  after  the  charge  is  laid. 
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NOTICE  TO  ACCUSED  PERSONS 
APPEARING  IN  PROVINCIAL  COURT  (CRIMINAL  DIVISION) 

NEWMARKET 


What  must  I  do  before  my  first  court  appearance?  The  Court  will 
expect  you  to  be  able  to  tell  it  whether  you  intend  to  plead  guilty 
or  not  guilty.  If  you  intend  to  hire  a  lawyer,  the  Court  will 
expect  you  to  have  done  so  by  this  date. 

whon  doos  court  start?  On  your  first  appearance,  court  starts  at 
'.9:30  am.  Duty  counsel  and  the  duty  Crown  will  be  available  by  9:00 
■  a  .  m  . 


What  will  happen  on  first  appearance?  When  your  name  is  called, 
step  forward  with  your  lawyer.  If  you  intend  to  plead  not  guilty 
you  should  be  prepared  to  set  a  date  for  trial  at  this  time.  If 
you  are  charged  with  an  indictable  offence  you  should  be  prepared 
to  tell  the  court  which  Court  you  elect  to  be  tried  in;  consult 
your  lawyer  or  duty  counsel  about  this  election. 

I  do  not  speak  English  well.  The  court  will  provide  an  interpreter 
to  assist  you.  Please  let  duty  counsel  or  the  court  know  that  you 
need  an  interpreter  and  the  language  involved. 

I  need  some  advice.  If  you  intend  to  hire  a  lawyer  on  your  own  or 
with  the  assistance  of  Legal  Aid,  you  should  do  so  prior  to  your 
first  appearance.  Duty  counsel  is  a  lawyer  provided  free  of  charge 
on  first  appearance  to  advise  you,  and  may  assist  you  on  a  plea  of 
guilty.  Duty  counsel  cannot  assist  you  on  a  trial.  Please  do  not 
ask  a  police  officer  for  advice  on  whether  to  plead  guilty  or  not 
guilty . 

I  cannot  afford  a  lawyer.  If  you  cannot  afford  a  lawyer  and  want 
to  apply  for  Legal  Aid,  please  contact  your  local  office  or  the 
Legal  Aid  office  in  the  Newmarket  courthouse  at  898-3943. 

I  will  be  pleading  not  guilty.  You  will  be  asked  for  dates  when 
you  and  your  lawyer  are  available  for  a  trial.  Your  first 
appearance  has  been  set  far  enough  into  the  future  to  allow  you  to 
consult  and  hire  a  lawyer  before  then.  If  your  lawyer  cannot  attend 
with  you  to  set  a  date,  bring  a  letter  from  the  lawyer  with  dates. 

If  you  change  your  mind  after  a  date  for  trial  has  been  set 
and  you  wish  to  plead  guilty,  call  York  Regional  Police  Case 
Management  Office  at  895-1221,  ext.  .221.  They  will  arrange  for 
your  case  to  be  brought  forward  to  a  date  convenient  to  you  and 
your  lawyer. 

* 

I  want  to  plead  guilty  on  first  appearance.  Notify  duty  counsel 
and  your  case  will  be  dealt  with  as  soon  as  possible.  Duty  counsel 
can  also  assist  you  in  deciding  whether  or  not  to  plead  guilty.  A 
duty  Crown  will  also  be  available  to  discuss  your  case  with  duty 
counsel  or  your  lawyer  on  that  date. 


What  is  the  case  against  me?  You  or  your  lawyer  can  apply  for 
disclosure  of.  the  Crown's  case  against  you.  Please  call  York 
Regional  Police  at  895-1221,  ext.  221.  This  material  will  be 
available  prior  to  your  first  appearance.  Also,  the  Duty  Crown  is 
available  from'9  to  11  a.m.  on  the  date  of  first  appearance,  or  by 
appointment,  to  discuss  your  case  with  your  lawyer. 


York  Regional  Police  1990 


' 
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LEGAL  AID  APPLICATION  PROCEDURE 

If  you  cannot  afford  a  lawyer  and  you  want  to  apply  for  Legal 
Aid,  please  do  so  immediately  to  ensure  that  your  application  can 
be  processed  prior  to  your  court  appearance. 

/Where  and  when  do  I  apply?  You  can  apply  to  the  Legal  Aid  office 
in  the  area  you  live  in,  or  to  the  Newmarket  office  in  the 
:Newmarket  Courthouse,  ground  level.  The  Newmarket  office  is  open 
at  the  following  times: 

Monday,  Wednesday,  Friday:  8:20  am  to  12:30;  2:00  to  3 : 4 5  pm. 

Tuesday:  0:30  am.  to  12:30  pm.  Thursday:  No  applications  taken. 

What  information  must  I  provide?  You  must  attend  in  person  and 
supply  Legal  Aid  intake  personnel  with  a  description  of  your  legal 
problem.  In  addition,  you  must  meet  with  a  representative  of  the 
Ministry  of  Community  and  Social  Services  who  will  prepare  an 
analysis  of  your  financial  situation.  That  person  will  require: 

Social  insurance  number,  drivers  license,  passport,  proof  fo 
citizenship  or  visa; 

Pay  slips,  letter  from  employer,  proof  of  pension  or  wzrkers 
compensation  or  any  other  income; 

If  unemployed,  separation  slip  or  proof  of  receipt  of 
Unemployment  Insurance  Benefits; 

If  in  receipt  of  social  assistance,  cheque  stubs  or  a  letter 
from  the  agency  confirming  the  amount  and  eligibility  runtar. 

Verification  of  debts,  receipts  for  expenses  such  as 

heating,  hydro,  rent,  telephone,  bank  loans,  charge  cards. 

If  self-employed,  business  statements  and  income  tax 
returns . 

In  case  of  bankruptcy,  proof  of  receivership. 

Copy  of  the  deed  to  real  property. 

Up-to-date  bank  books,  credit  union  statements,  proof  of 

bonds,  RRSPs,  stocks,  bonds,  etc. 

A  copy  of  Income  Tax  return  for  previous  year  if 

possible. 

11.  Support  orders  or  other  contracts  or  agreements  setting 
out  financial  obligations. 

12.  If  you  have  no  source  of  income,  a  letter  from  whoever  you 
reside  with  setting  out  your  financial  position  within  the 
household . 

How  long  does  the  application  take?  If  you  attend  with  all 

necessary  documentation  it  will  normally  take  about  half  an  hour. 
Applicants  are  served  on  a  first  come  first  served  basis. 

When  will  I  get  an  answer?  Once  the  application  is  complete  you 
will  normally  have  an  answer  on  the  fifth  business  day  after  your 
application.  It  will  be  mailed  to  the  address  you  provide,  but  you 
can  also  telephone  and  find  out.  Call  89E-3943. 


1 . 

2  . 

3  . 

4  . 

5  . 

6  . 

7  . 

8  . 
9  . 


Legal  Aid  Area  Director 
May  1990 
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NOTICE  TO  ACCUSED  PERSONS  AND  THEIR  COUNSEL 
APPEARING  IN  PROVINCIAL  COURT  (CRIMINAL  DIVISION) 

ASSIGNMENT  COURT 


JUDICIAL  DISTRICT  OF  PEEL 

1 

When  does  court  start? 

Court  commences  at  9:00  a.m.  on  your  first  appearance. 

^Vhat  will  1  be  required  to  do? 

When  your  name  is  called  step  forward  before  the  Court. 

^do  not  speak  English  well. 

The  Court  will  order  an  interpreter  for  any  person  requiring  one.  Please  let  the  court 
know  if  you  need  an  interpreter  and  the  language  involved 

What  am  1  charged  with? 

The  Crown  attorney  will  provide  you  with  a  brief  synopsis  outlining  the  allegations 

^Lhat  will  1  be  required  to  say? 

You  will  be  required  to  inform  the  Court  whether  you  intend  to  plead  guilty  or  not  guilty. 

Jwant  to  plead  guilty  today. 

If  you  wish  to  piead  guilty  today,  notify  the  Crown  attorney  and  your  matter  will  be 
placed  before  a  Judge  to  be  heard  as  soon  as  possible 

|  need  some  advice. 

| 

DUTY  COUNSEL:  Lawyers  are  available  free  of  charge  for  you  to  consult  with  and  will 
assist  you  in  making  submissions  as  to  sentence  on  a  plea  of  guilty.  Please  obtain  a  pink 
duty  counsel  slip  from  the  lawyer  you  see.  Their  office  is  located  across  from  the  main 
office  near  the  information  desk. 

'll  not  be  pleading  guilty. 

1  at  dc  1  do? 

If  you  intend  to  plead  not  guilty,  your  matter  wil;  be  adjourned  for  a  period  of  time  to 
allow  you  to  hire  a  lawyer  and  to  allow  you  and/or  your  lawyer  to  attend  for  disclosure 

1 

How  dc  1  apply  for  legal  aid? 

| 

If  you  will  be  applying  for  legal  aid  attend  their  court  office  (just  inside  courtroom, 
number  one;  to  complete  an  application.  Please  do  sc  immediately. 

i  will  be  hiring  a  lawyer  on  my  own. 

1 

If  you  plan  to  hire  a  lawyer  on  your  own,  please  do  so  immediately. 

Can  my  lawyer  discuss  these 
charges  in-depth  with  the 
jPrown  attorney’s  office? 

TO  YOUR  LAWYER:  Crown  disclosure  is  available  in  this  building,  with  an  appoint¬ 
ment,  between  the  hours  of  9:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Mondays,  Wednesdays,  and  Thursdays 
Or  your  lawyer  can  call  Peel  Regional  Police,  Case  Management  Office  at 
453-3311,  Ext.  8629  to  make  an  appointment.  In  Federal  matters  contact  tne  Federal 
Crown  at  454-2042.  We  encourage  you  to  take  advantage  of  this  procedure. 

1  am  setting  a  date  for 
tnal/preliminary  inquiry. 

Should  my  lawyer  be  present? 

If  you  are  setting  a  date  fortrial  or  preliminary  inquiry,  it  is  advisable  to  have  your  lawyer 
present.  In  some  cases,  the  Justice  will  require  the  presence  of  your  lawyer  to  set  a 
date  Otherwise,  bring  a  letter  from,  your  lawyer  indicating  oates  he'she  is  available 
your  election,  if  one  is  required,  and  the  estimated  length  of  time  requiredtor  your  matter 
to  be  heard. 

My  trial/preliminary  inquiry  will 
take  more  than  one  day  to  be 
leard.  Will  a  date  be  set  today? 

On  matters  estimated  to  take  more  than  one  day,  a  date  will  not  be  given  until  your  la  wver 
has  attended  for  a  disclosure  meeting  with  the  Crown  attorney.  Your  matter  will  be 
remanded  to  a  date  in  the  future  before  Senior  Juoge  W.D.  August.  At  which  time  a  date 
will  be  set. 

t  1  set  a  date  for  trial/preliminary 
nquiry,  but  1  change  my  mind  and 
wish  to  plead  guilty,  can  1  do  so  before 
y  trial/preliminary  inquiry  date? 

At  any  time,  you  may  have  your  matter  moved  ahead  for  a  guilty  plea  to  a  date  convenient 
tc  you  ana/or  your  lawyer  by  contacting  Case  Management  at  453-331 1,  Ext  8625 
(Fax  455-9521)  or  the  Trial  Co-ordinator  at  451-4333  (Fax  455-2007). 

How  will  1  remember  the  date  1  have 
to  return  to  court? 

It  is  your  obligation  to  remember  the  date(s)  you  are  required  to  return  to  court  WRITE 
IT  DOWN.  Paper  and  pencil  are  provided  in  the  assignment  court. 

, 


LEGAL  AID  APPLICATION  PROCEDURE 


Legal  Aid  can  be  obtained  in  the  usual  case  only  after  an  aoplicntion  has 
been  made  to  an  office  of  the  Ontario  Legal  Aid  Plan.  Tins  notice  is 
provided  in  an  effort  to  clarify  and  streamline  applications  and  to  answer 
the  following  common  questions: 

WHERE  TO  APPLY?: 

Applications  for  applicants  residina  in  York  Reqion  are  normally  taken 
in  the  York  Region  uegal  Aid  Office  located  on  tne  lower  level  of  the 
Newmarket  Court  House,  next  to  the  cafeteria.  We  can  accommodate 
applicants  who  do  not  reside  in  York  Reqion  but  have  a  legal  matter 
occurring  here.  All  applicants  must  cone  prepared  to  complete  both  tne 
legal  ana  financial  part  of  the  application  at  the  same  time. 

WHEN  TO  APPLY? : 

Applications  are  taken  on  a  first  come  first  served  basis,  as  follows: 

MONDAY,  WEDNESDAY,  FRIDAY:  S:30  a.m.  to  12:30  p.m.  and 

2:0C  p.m.  to  3:45  p.m. 

TUESDAY :  8:30  a.m.  to  12:30  p.m. 

THURSDAY :  no  applications  taken  at  this  time. 

YOU  SHOULD  APPLY  ON  YOUR  FIRST  COURT  DATE  OR  AS  SOON  AS  POSSIBLE 
TO  ENSURE  THAT  YOUR  CASE  IS  NOT  DELAYED'!! 


WHAT  TO  BRING  WITH  YOU?: 


You  must  attend  in  person  at  our  office  to  supply  our  intake  personnel 
with  a  description  of  why  you  need  Legal  Aid.  Tnis  officer  will  prepare 
an  analysis  of  the  legal  problem  for  which  you  require  Legal  Aid. 

While  you  are  at  our  office  you  must  also  meet  with  an  assessment 
officer  of  the  Ministry  of  Community  and  Social  Services.  This  officer 
will  prepare  an  analvsis  of  vour  financial  position.  Current  Comsoc 
guidelines  require  that  you  produce  the  following  documentation  where 
applicable  for  your  application: 

1.  Social  Insurance  Number,  Drivers  Licence,  Proof  of  Citizenship 
or  Passport,  Visa. 

2.  Pay  slips  if  emoloved,  or  letter  from  employer  advising  of 
income  and  deductions,  Proof  of  Pensions' or  Workers 
Compensation,  etcetra. 

3.  If  unemployed,  separation  certificate  or  proof  of  receipt  of 
the  Unemployment  Insurance  Benefits. 

4.  If  in  receipt  of  social  assistance,  social  assistance  cheque 
stubs,  or  letter  from  them  advising  us  of  amount  and 
eligibility  Number. 

5.  Verification  of  debts,  receipts  for  expenses  such  as  heat, 
hydro,  rent,  telephone,  bank  loans,  charge  cards,  insurance 
premi urns . 

6.  If  self-employed,  business  statements  and  income  tax  return 
forms . 


7.  In  case  of  bankruptcy,  proof  of  receivership. 

8.  Copy  of  Deed  for  Real  Property. 

9.  Uo-to-date  bank  books,  credit  union  statements  or  current 
monthly  statements.  Proof  of  RRSP’s,  Stocks,  Bonds,  etcetra. 

10.  A  copy  of  Income  Tax  Return  for  the  previous  year,  if 
possible . 

1 1 .  Support  orders  or  other  contracts  or  agreements  setting  out 
financial  obligations. 

12.  If  you  have  no  source  of  income,  a  letter  is  required  from 
whomever  you  reside  with  setting  out  your  financial  position 
within  their  household. 


NOTE:  LEGAL  AID  CAN  ONLY  PROCESS  YOUR  APPLICATION  WHEN  A 

-  COMPLETE  LEGAL  AND  FINANCIAL  APPLICATION  IS  MADE. 


HOW  LONG  DOES  THE  APPLICATION  TAKE?: 

An  uncomplicated  application  will  take  about  A  hour  if  you  come 
prepared.  You  will  of  course  need  to  wait  voar  turn  on  your 
arrival.  Try  to  arrive  at  8:30  a.m.  or  2:00  p.m. 

PROCESSING  TIME : 

An  answer  will  normally  be  available  for  complete  applications  on 
the  fifth  business  day  after  you  aonly.  Leaal  Aid  s  rcsnonse  to 
vour  application  is  mailed  to  vou  at  the  address  vou  provide  tc  . 
but  we' recommend  that  you  telebhone  our  office  at' 696-4  932  after 
2:00  p.m.  on  the  fifth  business  day  following  your  application  to 
oet  your  answer.  There  is  an  appeal  procedure  availaDle  if  you 
disagree  with  our  decision. 
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MEMORANDUM: 

TO:  DEFENCE  COUNSEL 

FROM:  ANDREJS  BERZINS ,  Q.C., 

CROWN  ATTORNEY. 

RE: _ VICTIM/ ACCUSED  PRE-TRIAL  CONFERENCES 


This  is  to  advise  you  that  the  Senior  Judge  of 
the  Provincial  Court,  Criminal  Division,  in 
consultation  with  the  Court  Management  Committee,  has 
agreed  to  set  up  a  special  court  for  Victim/Accused 
Pre-Trial  Conferences.  This  court  will  be  held  every 
second  Thursday,  commencing  September  7th,  1989  at 
10:00  a.m.,  until  November  9th,  1989  inclusive.  After 
evaluation,  it  may  continue  beyond  November. 


PURPOSE 


The  purpose  of  these  "Special”  pre-trials  is 
to  provide  a  means  for  both  the  Crown  and  Defence  to 
better  assess  whether  a  trial  date  need  be  set  and  to 
explore  the  possibility  of  resolving  cases  in  a 
satisfactory  manner  to  all  parties  at  an  early 
opportunity.  Since  we  are  all  dealing  with  an  enormous 
volume  of  cases,  it  is  often  impossible  under  our 
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present  system  to  elicit  the  views  of  victims  and  to 
ascertain  the  position  of  the  accused  on  many  cases 
until  the  morning  of  the  trial.  By  that  time  many 
months  may  have  elapsed  since  the  date  of  the  offence 
and  victims  have  become  frustrated  and  disenchanted 
with  the  Criminal  process.  In  addition  much  valuable 
court  time  has  needlessly  been  taken  up.  The 
Victim/Accused  Pre-trial  Conference  will  provide  a 
means  for  early  consultation  by  the  Crown  with  the 
Victim  and  by  the  Defence  with  the  accused  to  determine 
whether  cases  can  be  resolved  or  whether  trial  dates 
need  be  set. 


TYPE  OF  CASES  ELIGIBLE 


The  categories  of  cases  eligible  for  these 
pre-trials  may  be  expanded  or  diminished  depending  upon 
experience.  In  general,  these  would  be  relatively 
minor  offences  and  would  include  the  following: 

A)  Cases  where  restitution  is  the  main  goal 
of  the  criminal  process,  for  example,  dam, age 
to  property,  food  by  fraud,  transportation 
fraud . 
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B)  Cases  where  the  Victim  and  the  Accused 
know  each  other  and  are,  for  example, 
relatives,  former  friends,  neighbors  or  other 
associates.  The  offences  may  consist  of  minor 
assaults,  threatening  or  harassment.  These 
would  be  cases  where  the  main  goal  of  the 
criminal  process  is  to  provide  protection  to 
the  victim  from  further  interference. 


C)  Cases  where  minor  offences  have  risen  out 
of  special  circumstances ,  such  as  disputes 
between  driver's  of  motor  vehicles,  spectators 
at  a  hockey  game,  or  clients  at  a  restaurant. 


D)  Section  810  applications. 


In  general,  the  cases  would  be  those  where 
consultation  with  the  victim  is  of  particular 
importance  to  the  Crown  either  in  the  formulation  of 
our  position  on  sentence,  or  in  deciding  whether  to 
resolve  the  case  in  a  manner  other  then  proceeding  with 
the  criminal  charges. 


SETTING  THE  PRE-TRIALS 


The  Crown  Attorney  doing  the  screening  of 
incoming  charges  would  identify  those  cases  suitable 
for  this  form  of  pre-trial  and  the  request  to  set  a 
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pre-trial  would  be  made  upon  the  accused's  first  or 
second  appearance  in  remand  court.  Defence  Counsel 
could  also  request  that  cases  be  set  for  these  pre¬ 
trials.  No  cases  would  be  set  for  pre-trial  without 
the  consent  of  both  the  Crown  and  the  Accused. 


It  will  be  necessary  for  the  pre-trial  date  to 
be  no  later  than  one  month  from  the  accused's  first 
appearance  in  remand  court. 


PROCEDURE 


After  a  pre-trial  date  has  been  set,  the 
Victim  will  be  contacted  by  telephone  by  the  Crown 
Attorney's  office  and  interviewed.  The  Victim  would  be 
advised  of  the  pre-trial  and  offered  the  opportunity  to 
attend  in  person.  If  the  Victim  does  not  wish  to 
attend,  their  position  and  views  regarding  the  case 
would  be  ascertained  over  the  telephone  and  noted  for 
consideration  by  the  Crown. 


In  appropriate  cases,  the  Investigating 
Officers  will  be  contacted  by  the  Court  Liaison  Section 
of  the  Police  Force  and  their  views  respecting  the 
cases  will  be  ascertained. 
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At  the  pre-trial,  the  Crown  will  be  assisted 
by  the  Victim/Witness  Project  Co-ordinator  and  will 
interview  all  victims  present.  Following  these 
interviews,  discussions  will  take  place  between  the 
Crown  and  the  Defence. 


The  Area  Director  of  the  Ontario  Legal  Aid 
Plan  has  agreed  to  provide  a  Duty  Counsel  in  the  pre¬ 
trial  courts  for  any  unrepresented  accused. 


At  the  pre-trial,  the  cases  may  be  dealt  with 
in  one  of  the  following  ways: 

A)  Plea  of  guilty  and  sentence. 

B)  Trial  date  set. 

C)  Charge  withdrawn. 


D)  Accused  entering  into  an  undertaking  to 
keep  the  peace  or  a  recognizance  pursuant  to 
Section  810  of  the  Criminal  Code. 

E)  Case  adjourned  to  a  later  date  without  a 
plea  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  certain 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Accused,  for 
example,  making  restitution  to  the  victim, 
attending  for  counselling,  or  attending  for 
mediation  with  the  victim. 
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Defence  Counsel  must  understand  that  in 
certain  cases,  depending  on  the  circumstances,  the 
Crown  will  be  taking  the  position  that  either  a  plea  of 
'guilty  must  be  entered  by  the  accused  or  a  trial  date 
set.  In  such  cases  the  main  purpose  of  the  pre-trial 
will  be  to  formulate  the  Crown's  position  on  sentence 
and  to  communicate  that  position  to  the  accused.  The 
fact  that  the  Crown  requests  a  particular  case  to  be 
set  for  this  form  of  "Special"  pre-trial  should 
therefore  not  be  interpreted  by  the  accused  or  Defence 
Counsel  to  mean  that  the  charge  will  necessarily  be 
withdrawn. 


ANDREJS  BERZINS,  Q.C., 
CROWN  ATTORNEY. 
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KEY  ELEMENTS  OF  DELAY  REDUCTION 
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KEY  ELEMENTS  OF  DELAY  REDUCTION 


1.  The  establishment  of  firm  ■real"  lists. 

Rational:  When  matters  are  not  reached  for  trial  this 
creates  a  perception  they  will  not  be  reached.  The  result  is 
that  lawyers  do  not  prepare  their  cases  and  according  are  not 
ready  even  if  they  were  reached.  There  is  no  incentive  for 
either  counsel  or  the  client  to  resolve  matters  in  advance  as 
there  is  no  guarantee  they  will  be  forced  on.  This  results 
in  trial  dates  being  set  to  gain  delay  and  counsel  not 
reviewing  their  files.  Heavy  lists  collapsing  due  to  guilty 
pleas  or  inaccurate  time  estimates  perpetuates  this  cycle  as 
more  cases  are  scheduled  and  accordingly  may  not  be  reached. 
Events  that  are  scheduled  must  occur. 

Procedure 

.  Establish  accurate  knowledge  of  trial  time  requirements 
through  screening,  defence\Crown  discussions,  statistics. 

.  Front  end  guilty  pleas  to  increase  accuracy  of  trial 
lists . 

.  Accurate  scheduling 

2 .  pa-rly  resolution  of  Matters  -that  arp  rpsolvahl  . 

Rational:  This  is  essential  in  keeping  trial  lists  clear 
and  providing  early  dates.  The  earlier  a  matter  is  dealt 
with  the  less  appearances  in  court  are  required  and  the  less 
trial  time  that  is  scheduled.  This  is  key  to  establishment 
of  real  lists. 

Procedure 

.  Early  disclosure 
.  Defence/Crown  discussions 
.  Late  plea  sanctions 

.  Plea  negotiation  cutoff 

3.  Many  events  scheduled  that  require  counsel  to  examine 

their  files. 

Rational:  The  more  opportunities  for  defence  counsel  and 
Crown  Attorneys  to  discuss  the  case  the  earlier  and  larger 
pretrial  resolution  is .  This  is  referred  to  as  the  "reverse 
telescope"  by  American  experts.  This  entails  stages  of 
resolution  so  the  final  number  of  matters  that  are  set  for 
valuable  court  time  is  small  and  is  firm  court  trial  time 
(recognizing  that  there  will  always  be  those  who  plead  guilty 
on  the  trial  date  regardless  of  earlier  opportunities 
provided) . 


2 


Procedure 

.  Plea  negotiation  cutoff 
.  Trial  readiness  forms/appearances 
.  Pretrials 

.  determined  by  a  number  of  factors  such  as  time 

requested,  nature  of  charges,  number  of  charges,  and 
complexity  of  case. 

.  to  narrow  issues  and  witnesses  if  a  day  or  more  of 
trial  time  was  requested. 

.  Case  manager  Crown  to  review  cases  set  for  pretrial 
and  attend  pretrials . 

.  Crown  follows  up  issues,  identifies  those  cases  that 
require  assignment,  discusses  resolutions  with 
defence,  and  monitors  those  cases  set  for  a  day  or 
more  of  court  time  to  ensure  accuracy  of  times  and 
Crown  assignment. 

4 .  Disclosure  at  an  early  stage. 

Rational:  This  is  essential  to  caseflow  management  and 
early  resolution  of  cases .  Counsel  will  not  be  prepared  to 
discuss  and  resolve  the  case  unless  they  know  the  full  case 
against  their  client.  The  earlier  and  more  detailed  the 
disclosure  the  more  likely  that  issues  can  be  resolved  or 
witnesses  and  court  time  reduced. 

The  benefits  to  the  Crown  of  providing  early 
disclosure  are  numerous.  Early  disclosure  may  lead  to  an 
early  guilty  plea  which  saves  the  Crown  the  necessity  of 
preparing  for  a  trial  of  that  matter.  The  more  often  guilty 
pleas  occur  at  an  early  stage  the  less  they  occur  on  the 
trial  date.  A  reduction  of  guilty  pleas  on  the  trial  date 
means  not  as  many  matters  need  be  scheduled  which  in  turn 
results  in  the  Crown  not  receiving  as  many  files  for  trial. 

It  may  also  save  the  need  for  lengthy  victim  interviews .  It 
will  certainly  reduce  backlog  as  the  matter  will  be  out  of 
the  system  not  remaining  as  a  "pending"  matter. 

Procedure 

.  Duty  Crown  available  for  advice  to  the  public  and  police 
as  well  as  to  be  available  for  disclosure  and  plea 
discussion  purposes  with  defence  counsel. 

.  Crown  who  handles  all  plea  negotiations  for  matters  set 
for  trial  in  trial  courts  on  that  particular  day.  This 
ensures  that  the  trial  Crown  is  able  to  continue  the 
court  without  taking  a  recess  to  discuss  the  matter.  (If 
no  plea  cutoff  policy) 
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.  Disclosure  facilitated  if  police  briefs  kept  in  the 

courthouse.  Alternative  -  community  Crown  present  at 
police  station  for  this  purpose. 

.  Two  stage  disclosure  procedure.  Counsel  acquires  the 
first  stage  of  disclosure  setting  out  the  evidence 
against  the  accused,  occurrence  report,  written 
statement,  copy  of  notes  of  oral  statement  if  not  in 
occurrence  report,  and  other  raw  material  that  willsays 
are  created  from.  Witness  names,  addresses,  and  phone 
numbers  removed.  The  second  stage  takes  place  a  few 
weeks  later  and  is  done  by  the  Crown.  At  this  stage 
names  are  disclosed  and  resolution  discussions  take 
place.  (Windsor  model) 

.  Disclosure  provided  by  the  police  liaison  officer.  This 
officer  can  receive  offers  from  the  defence  and  provide 
them  to  the  Crown  Attorney's  office  for  a  quick 
response.  Officer  determines  if  stage  2  disclosure 
should  be  requested  by  Crown. 

.  Court  imposed  mandatory  disclosure  obtained  prior  to  any 
trial  date  being  set.  Where  detailed  brief  is  prepared 
prior  to  an  accused's  first  appearance.  (A  difficulty 
with  the  mandatory  obtaining  of  disclosure  materials  is 
defence  opposition  in  certain  types  of  cases.) 

.  Mandatory  Crown\defence  discussions  prior  to  a  trial  date 
being  set.  (Phase  2  disclosure) 

5.  Police  case  liaison  of f jeers \Pol ice  court  bureaus 

Rational:  A  police  bureau  in  the  courthouse  itself  is  of 
tremendous  assistance  to  delay  reduction  efforts.  Police 
briefs  are  present  and  immediately  available  for  disclosure 
and  discussions  with  counsel.  Police  assistance  in  calling 
off  witnesses,  and  providing  a  liaison  function  between  the 
defence,  court  office,  and  Crown  Attorney's  office  is 
invaluable.  Time  and  expense  to  the  court  and  police  can  be 
reduced  in  addition  to  the  inconvenience  to  witnesses  who  are 
subpoenaed  and  then  not  required.  If  a  police  case 
management  office  or  bureau  per  se  is  not  available  or 
possible  then  a  police  liaison  officer  can  be  of  immense 
assistance  to  the  defence.  Crown,  and  court. 

Procedure 

.  Police  liaison  can  provide  disclosure,  receive  defence 
offers,  notify  the  defence  of  the  Crown's  position,  call 
off  witnesses,  and  move  cases  forward  for  earlier 
resolution.  The  savings  to  the  police  in  terms  of 
officer  court  time  saved  will  more  than  overcome  the 
costs  of  providing  such  an  officer. 
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.  Monitor  brief  production 

.  Screen  police  briefs 

.  ensure  police  and  civilian  witnesses  notified 

5.  Quick  production  and  preparation  of  police  briefs. 

Rational:  Preparation  time  for  police  briefs  is  crucial 
when  attempting  to  provide  early  disclosure.  If  police  are 
unable  to  prepare  their  brief  until  shortly  before  trial 
there  is  no  real  opportunity  for  early  disclosure,  issue 
resolution,  witness  reduction,  and  plea  negotiation.  If  a 
trial  date  must  be  set  prior  to  any  such  preparation  the 
trial  lists  will  be  filled  with  matters  that  could  have  been 
resolved  earlier.  The  key  to  early  resolution  and  a  firm  and 
accurate  trial  list  is  to  have  the  brief  prepared  prior  to  a 
trial  date  being  set  so  counsel  can  make  an  early  decision 
and  valuable  trial  time  is  not  set  aside. 

Procedure 

.  Police  can  institute  guidelines  that  ensure  detailed 
court  briefs  are  prepared  within  time  requirements. 
Although  there  is  time  and  expense  involved  in  preparing 
briefs  for  trials  that  may  not  be  trials,  the  result  is  a 
saving  of  time  and  money  for  officers  and  witnesses  who 
attend  court  only  to  have  the  matter  resolved,  or  their 
evidence  admitted  or  waived  at  the  trial.  If  detailed 
brief  is  copies  of  raw  data  then  time  and  expense  is 
limited  to  photocopying  of  existing  material.  Police 
only  prepare  willsays  for  those  cases  set  for  trial  that 
require  them. 

.  A  detailed  package  can  be  prepared  for  an  accused's  first 
appearance.  This  package  would  contain  a  detailed 
synopsis,  copies  of  signed  statements  by  the  accused, 
signed  witness  statements  where  available,  an  explanation 
of  the  strength  of  the  Crowns  case  by  outlining  the 
nature  of  the  evidence  (i.e.  fingerprint,  forensic, 
eyewitness,  statement),  an  indication  of  the  impact  on 
the  victim  and  details  of  any  injuries  if  applicable,  and 
a  copy  of  the  occurrence  report  setting  out  full  details 
of  the  matter,  (see  above  re  detailed  brief). 

5.  The  screening  rharqps  irhen  they  enter  the  system. 

Rational:  To  ensure  the  proper  charges  are  laid  and  the 
evidence  is  available  to  prove  them.  Excessive, 
unsubstantiated,  or  inappropriate  charges  ensure  the 
likelihood  that  counsel  will  proceed  to  trial.  Screening  by 
senior  police  officers  and  then  the  Crown  will  assist  in 
creating  "real"  and  provable  charges  so  court  time  can  be 
accurately  scheduled  and  counsel  know  the  true  offences  their 
client  is  charged  with. 
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Procedure 

.  Duty  Crown  screens  incoming  cases  to  ensure  that 

appropriate  charges  have  been  laid,  there  is  a  legal  and 
evidentiary  foundation  for  the  charge,  the  proper 
evidence  has  been  collected  and  witnesses  noted, 
weaknesses  in  the  case  that  can  be  repaired  are. 

.  Crown  election  is  noted  on  the  file,  time  estimates  are 
noted,  and  the  case  assigned  a  particular  Crown  at  an 
early  stage  if  so  required. 

.  Restitution  requests  and  Crowns  sentence  position  can 
also  be  noted. 

.  Inventory  review  analysis  of  charges  in  system  with  a 
view  to  resolution.  Files  set  for  trial  in  a  certain 
time  period  are  reviewed  to  determine  the  appropriate 
charge,  the  appropriate  disposition,  and  whether  the 
Crown  could  prove  its  case.  Letter  can  be  sent  , 
pre-approved  by  the  local  bar,  to  unrepresented  accused 
notifying  them  of  the  opportunity  to  obtain  free  legal 
advice  and  resolve  their  matters .  Duty  counsel  provided 
specially  by  legal  aid  twice  a  week  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  accused  who  responded  to  the  Crown's  offer  to 
resolve  their  cases . 

.  Follow  up  by  police  liaison  officer  of  repairs  to  case, 
witnesses  called  off  etc. 

6 .  Early  access  bv  the  accused  to  counsel  and  accommodation 

where  possible  of  such  counsel. 

Rational:  Delay  in  accused  applying  for  legal  aid  or  for 

legal  aid  providing  a  certificate  result  in  the  trial  or 

resolution  of  cases  being  delayed  pending  retaining  of 

counsel . 

Procedure 

.  Notices  to  the  accused  to  assist  them  in  understanding 
the  court  process  and  how  and  where  to  apply  for  legal 
aid. 

.  Reduction  of  confusion  and  time  spent  in  court  explaining 
procedures  to  the  accused. 

.  Assist  accused  in  obtaining  counsel  at  an  early  stage  so 
the  matter  is  not  remanded  continuously  awaiting  his 
application  to  legal  aid. 

.  Notice  handed  to  the  accused  in  first  appearance  court 
or,  if  the  police  are  willing,  upon  release  by  the 
officer  in  charge  in  an  effort  to  have  accused  prepared 
for  their  first  court  appearance. 

.  Accused  required  to  return  with  proof  he  has  made  an 

application.  If  further  information  must  be  supplied  the 
accused  can  be  remanded  a  short  period  and  told  to  return 


6 


with  a  letter  indicating  he  has  supplied  all  the 
information  requested.  Accused  cannot  delay  the  process 
by  electing  to  apply  or  supply  the  requested  information 
at  the  last  minute. 

.  Easier  access  to  Legal  Aid  offices  in  order  to  make  an 

application.  An  office  for  applications  can  be  opened  in 
the  court  building  itself  or  existing  office  hours  can  be 
extended . 

.  Duty  counsel  provided  for  special  initiatives  or  courts . 

7.  Continual  monitoring  of  the  system  and  control  of  the 

case.  The  next  step  is  always  set  once  the  prior  is 

completed . 

Rational:  Monitoring  of  lists  and  scheduling  is  essential 
for  effective  courtroom  utilization.  If  matters  resolve 
before  trial  or  issues  and  witnesses  are  reduced,  the  court 
should  be  notified  so  court  time  can  be  booked  for  other 
matters.  As  well,  contact  should  be  made  with  counsel  prior 
to  the  trial  date  to  ascertain  the  cases '  status  and 
counsel's  intentions. 

There  is  a  reduction  in  inconvenience  and  expense  to 
Crown  witnesses  by  advising  them  in  advance  of  guilty  pleas, 
waivers,  or  adjournments.  There  is  a  reduction  in 
inconvenience  and  expense  to  defence  counsel  and  clients  due 
to  increased  likelihood  of  a  trial  matter  being  reached. 
Increased  availability  of  early  trial  dates  for  urgent  cases 
due  to  the  increased  efficiency  in  the  utilization  of  court 
time  by  virtue  of  docket  balancing  and  more  realistic  time 
scheduling  (due  to  information  about  changes  to  case 
status ) . 

Procedure 

.  Practice  directions  informing  the  bar  of  changes  in 
procedures.  I.E.  s.  11(b)  Charter  delay  argument 
direction  requiring  Applications  under  Section  24(1)  of 
the  Charter  alleging  a  breach  of  Section  11(b)  be  in 
writing  with  Notice  of  application,  written  submissions, 
and  transcripts . 

.  Disclosure/pretrial  procedures. 

.  Communication  of  new  initiatives  to  counsels  O.R.'s, 

C.C.C.'s  or  W.C.B.'s,  a  letter  to  the  Criminal  Lawyers' 
Association,  calling  a  meeting  of  Bench  and  Bar,  mailing 
to  all  counsel  who  have  matters  in  the  court,  or  posting 
the  notice  in  well  frequented  areas . 

.  Assignment  of  specified  Crown  to  prevent  delays  due  to 
"Crown  shopping". 

.  Form  inserted  in  the  brief  indicating  the  nature  of  prior 
plea  negotiations. 


■ 
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.  Notating  Crown's  election,  length  of  time  required, 

pretrial  required,  special  pretrial  court  recommended, 
referral  to  victim \witness  program,  Crown  assignment 
required,  and  whether  a  full  brief  needs  to  be  prepared. 

.  Disclosure  and  adjournment  forms  to  assist  in  ensuring 
all  steps  are  taken  and  monitoring  occurs . 

.  Letters  to  defence  counsel  in  advance  of  the  date  set  for 
trial  requesting  them  to  advise  the  trial  coordinator  of 
any  guilty  plea,  reduction  of  court  time  required, 
witnesses  that  can  be  called  off,  waivers  of  preliminary 
inquiries,  and  adjournment  requests. 

.  Further  contact  with  counsel  who  do  not  respond  to  the 
first  letter  in  order  to  ascertain  their  intentions. 

.  Sanctions  for  those  who  do  not  cooperate.  (  i.e.  Legal 
Aid,  defence  approval  of  letter  to  counsel  preparing  for 
removal  from  Legal  Aid  panel . 

8 .  Commun i cation 

Rational:  The  most  important  aspect  of  an  effective  system 
is  the  opportunity  for  everyone  to  meet  and  discuss  problems 
whether  they  involved  delay  reduction  per  se  or  not. 
Cooperative  management  and  the  smooth  running  of  the  court 
system  depends  on  open  and  easily  available  lines  of 
communication . 

Procedure 

.  Disclosure  Crown 
.  Bench\Bar  or  committee  meetings 

.  Assistance  from  other  areas  in  the  region  in  handling 
caseload. 

Phase  II  YOA 
.  Master  calendars 

.  Extra  judges,  Crowns  and  staff 

.  Transfer  of  charges 

.  Assistance  within  an  area 

.  Sharing  of  resources  between  court  levels;  court 

clerks,  reporters,  and  other  support  staff. 

.  Centralization 

9 .  Elimination  of  wasted  time /reduction  trial  time  lengths. 

Rational:  A  great  deal  of  available  court  time  is  wasted 
waiting  for  the  arrival  of  counsel  or  the  outcome  of 
defence\Crown  discussions.  Trials  occur  which  contain 
evidence  that  may  be  condensed  or  entered  in  a  different 
fashion.  Adjournments  take  place  due  to  the  unavailability 
of  information  on  restitution,  sentencing,  and  legal  aid 
status . 
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Procedure 

.  Use  of  certificates  of  analysis  in  prosecuting  over  80 
charges . 

.  Bail  hearings  can  be  expedited  by  the  Crown  (with  the 

consent  of  the  accused)  reading  in  the  allegations.  If  a 
consent  release  is  being  suggested  the  Crown  could  submit 
a  form  with  suggested  terms . 

.  Sentencing  can  be  expedited  with  the  cooperation  of  the 
Probation  office. 

.  Duty  counsel  fill  in  slip  of  who  they  have  seen  or 
provide  slip  to  client. 

.  To  assist  in  the  processing  of  legal  aid  clients  should 
attend  with  all  necessary  financial  information. 
Assessment  officer  works  out  of  the  Legal  Aid  office, 
Assistant  assists  Director  in  answering  correspondence 
from  lawyers  and  conducts  assessments  himself  if 
necessary.  Letters  from  counsel  are  answered  the  same 
day  unless  extremely  complex.  It  is  also  of  assistance 
if  lawyers  pick  their  certificates  up  directly  rather 
than  by  mail,  review  of  assessment  officer's  decision  is 
conducted  immediately,  and  a  computer  is  used  allowing 
for  instant  access  to  all  file  information. 

.  Crown  available  to  provide  disclosure  and  resolve  matters 
on  the  list  for  that  day. 

.  Assignment  court  starts  before  justice  of  the  peace 
enters  the  courtroom. 

.  Police  officers  present  in  court  and  arrange  trial  dates 
with  accused  and  counsel  prior  to  the  J.P.  entering. 

.  Ascertain  what  the  accused  wishes  to  do  (i.e.  apply  for 
legal  aid) . 

.  Early  referral  to  duty  counsel. 

.  Daily  list  of  available  dates  updated  and  appropriately 
amended  at  the  end  of  each  court  day. 

.  J.P.  then  officially  remands  the  accused  and  so  notes  the 
calendar. 

.  Screening  and  notation  of  crown  election  and  length  of 
trial . 

.  Police  assist  congestion  of  the  first  appearance  court  by 
returning  those  arrested  five  days  of  the  week  rather 
than  the  Monday. 

.  Numbering  Crown  briefs 

.  Order  In  which  certain  types  of  matters  are  called  (i.e. 
least  time  consuming  to  most) 

.  Accused  told  to  remain  in  court  until  their  matter  is 
called 

.  List  of  custody  accused  with  the  nature  of  their 
appearance . 

.  Names  and  phone  numbers  of  counsel  noted  on  the  front  of 
the  brief. 
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.  Crown  and  defence  elections  being  made  when  the  trial 
date  is  set. 

.  Staggering  appearances  in  the  first  appearance  court  may 
also  be  of  use. 

10.  Specialized  courts /expediting  cases. 

Rational:  Certain  groups  of  cases  have  peculiarities  that 
may  be  dealt  with  through  special  scheduling  or  speed  of 
trial  date.  An  example  is  domestic  violence  cases  where  the 
earlier  the  matter  is  heard  the  more  likely  the  victim  is 
willing  to  testify.  Impaired  driving  cases  tend  to  plead 
guilty  more  often  when  a  quick  trial  date  is  likely. 
Preliminary  hearings  tend  to  be  waived.  Specialized  courts 
for  such  matters  can  assist  in  caseloading  and  resolution. 

Procedure 

.  Specialized  courtrooms  may  be  created  to  operate  as  bail 
court,  guilty  plea  court,  preliminary  inquiry  court,  and 
summary  conviction  court. 

.  A  victim/witness  pretrial  conference  court  could  be 

created  where  the  victims  input  is  particularly  desired 
for  sentencing  or  alternative  resolution  purposes .  This 
would  "provide  a  means  for  early  consultation  by  the 
Crown  with  the  Victim  and  by  the  Defence  with  the  accused 
to  determine  whether  cases  can  be  resolved  or  whether 
trial  dates  need  be  set."  Crown  screens  and  identifies 
suitable  cases  and,  on  consent  of  counsel,  matter  would 
be  remanded  to  the  pretrial  court,  the  victim  contacted, 
interviewed  and  notified  of  the  date  in  the  event  they 
wished  to  attend  personally.  Investigating  officers 
contacted  where  relevant,  interviews  of  victims,  duty 
counsel  could  be  provided  by  legal  aid  for  unrepresented 
accused. 

.  Specialized  court  clinic  for  domestic  assault  offences. 
Duty  counsel  provided  advice  to  unrepresented  accused  and 
consulted  the  pretrial  Crown  if  the  client  wished  to 
discuss  a  possible  resolution. 

.  Shoplifting  cases  set  for  the  end  of  an  existing  list 

within  three  months.  If  it  is  not  reached  it  is  remanded 
a  further  three  months.  If  not  reached  on  the  second 
occasion  it  is  withdrawn. 

.  Fast-tracking  of  certain  matters  for  trial.  I.E. 
impaired  driving\over  80  cases  where  only  police 
witnesses  were  involved. 

.  Special  procedure  for  private  complaints  which  requires 
the  complainant ' s  attendance  in  court  three  months  prior 
to  the  trial  date  to  confirm  the  case  will  proceed. 
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TRIAL  COORDINATION 


Trial  coordination  can  reduce  trial  delay  and 
increase  effective  courtroom  utilization.  A  number  of 
initiatives  found  to  be  successful  are: 

1.  Sending  letters  to  defence  counsel  in  advance  of  the  date 
set  for  trial  requesting  them  to  advise  the  person  performing 
the  trial  coordination  function  of  any  guilty  plea,  reduction 
of  court  time  required,  witnesses  that  can  be  called  off, 
waivers  of  preliminary  inquiries,  and  adjournment  requests. 

2 .  Further  contact  with  counsel  who  do  not  respond  to  the 
first  letter  in  order  to  ascertain  their  intentions. 

3.  In  person  contact  with  counsel  regarding  trial  matters. 

4.  Periodic  monitoring  of  trial  lists  for  extra  time. 

5.  Requiring  pretrials  when  scheduling  those  cases  that  will 
take  a  day  or  more  of  court  time  or  are  of  particular 
urgency. 

6.  Rescheduling  of  court  time  that  can  be  reallocated  as  a 
result  of  indicated  guilty  pleas  or  waivers. 

7.  Communication  between  the  Crown  Attorney's  office, 
police,  courts  administration,  and  the  Judges  regarding  court 
time  allotment  and  procedures. 

8.  Daily  monitoring  of  trial  lists  in  order  to  balance  the 
court  dockets . 

Benefits 

1.  Reduction  in  inconvenience  and  expense  to  Crown  witnesses 
by  advising  them  in  advance  of  guilty  pleas,  waivers,  or 
adjournments . 

2 .  Reduction  in  inconvenience  and  expense  to  defence  counsel 
and  clients  due  to  increased  likelihood  of  a  trial  matter 
being  reached. 

3.  Increased  availability  of  early  trial  dates  for  urgent 
cases  due  to  improved  scheduling  system. 

4.  Increased  efficiency  in  the  utilization  of  court  time  by 
virtue  of  docket  balancing  and  more  realistic  time  scheduling 
(due  to  information  about  changes  to  case  status). 
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THE  CONCEPT  OF  CASEFLOW  MANAGEMENT 


GOAL: 

•  Make  judicial  time  as  productive  as  possible  without 
sacrificing  the  quality  of  justice 

OBJECTIVES: 

•  Efficient  use  of  court  time 

•  Enhance  the  Pace  of  Litigation 

•  Encourage  Issue  and  Case  Resolution 

•  Reduce  the  number  of  cases  that  are  set  for  trial 

TO  ACHIEVE: 


Judicial  Leadership 
Cooperative  Management 


LEGAL  AID  /  RETAINING  COUNSEL 


OBJECTIVE: 

•  Process  Quickly 

•  Counsel  on  Record  as  Soon  as  Possible 


TO  ACHIEVE: 

•  Inform  Accused  as  Soon  as  Possible  How  to  Apply 

•  Cooperation  of  Local  Legal  Aid  Offices 


Strict  Judicial  Enforcement 
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•  Crown  Can  Determine  Charges  to  be  Withdrawn 

•  Alerts  Crown  to  Matters  That  Need  Follow  Up 

•  Makes  for  More  Efficient  Pre-Trials 

•  Fewer  Pre-Trial  Adjournments 


PRE-TRIALS 


TO  BE  EFFECTIVE: 

•  Preparation 

•  Mandatory 

•  Judge  Supervised 

•  Commitment  of  Parties 


RESULTS: 


•  Guilty  Pleas  Prior  to  Day  of  Trial 

•  Issues  Narrowed 

•  Witness  Numbers  Reduced 

•  Less  Trial  Preparation  Time 

•  More  Accurate  Trial  Scheduling 

•  Easier  to  Schedule  Trials  for  Persons  in  Custody 

•  Fewer  Appeals 


CHARTER  /  MOTION  RULES 


FORMALIZED  PROCEDURE: 

>  Notice  of  Motion  Before  Trial 

•  Written  Submissions 

•  Copies  of  Transcripts 

>  Practice  Direction 

•  Advises  Counsel  of  Procedure 


RESULT: 

•  Fewer  Applications 

•  Crown  and  Court  Can  Review  Applications  Ahead  of  Time 

•  Less  Court  Time  Required 


More  Efficient  Use  of  Court  Time 


AFFIDAVIT  OF  MICHAEL  GOURLEY 


ASSISTANT  DEPUTY  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
(COURTS  ADMINISTRATION) 


PROVIDES  SUMMARY  OF  GOVERNMENT  RESPONSE, 


RESOURCES  AND  DELAY  REDUCTION  INITIATIVES 


IN  THE  SUPREME  COURT  OF  CANADA 


[On  Appeal  from  the  Court  of  Appeal  for  the  Province  of  Ontario] 

BETWEEN: 


DARLENE  MORIN 


Appellant 


-  and  - 


HER  MAJESTY  THE  QUEEN 


Respondent 


AFFIDAVIT  OF  MICHAEL  GOURLEY 

ASSISTANT  DEPUTY  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
(COURTS  ADMINISTRATION) 


I,  MICHAEL  GOURLEY,  of  the  Borough  of  East  York,  in  the 
Municipality  of  Metropolitan  Toronto,  MAKE  OATH  AND  SAY  AS  FOLLOWS: 

(1)  Introduction 

1.  I  have  been  employed  as  the  Assistant  Deputy  Attorney  General  (Courts 

Administration)  since  October  of  1989.  Prior  to  that,  earlier  in  1989  I  was  employed  as 
Assistant  Deputy  Minister,  Office  of  the  Budget,  in  the  Ministry  of  Treasury  and 
Economics.  In  my  position  as  Assistant  Deputy  Attorney  General  (Courts 
Administration),  I  have  been  directly  involved  in  recommending,  formulating  and 
implementing  government  policy  in  respect  of  the  administration  of  justice  in  the 
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Province  of  Ontario.  As  Assistant  Deputy  Minister  (Courts  Administration),  I  am 
responsible  for,  among  other  things,  the  Information  Services  Section,  Program 
Development  Branch,  and  Facilities  and  Special  Court  Services  Branch  of  the  Courts 
Administration  Division  of  the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General.  In  my  capacity  as 
Assistant  Deputy  Attorney  General  I  have  knowledge  or  information  and  belief 
concerning  the  matters  to  which  I  hereinafter  depose. 

• 

(2)  The  Effect  of  the  Askov  Decision  in  the  Province  of  Ontario 
2.  On  October  18,  1990  this  Honourable  Court  released  its  judgment  in  the 

case  of  R.  v.  Askov  et  al..[1990]  2  S.C.R.  1199.  The  decision  has  had  a  dramatic  effect 
on  the  administration  of  justice  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  I  have  been  informed  by 
Dorothy  Gonsalves  Singh,  of  the  Information  Services  Section,  Program  Development 
Branch  and  verily  believe  that,  as  of  October  22,  1990,  it  was  estimated  that 
approximately  151,700  or  74%  of  all  pending  criminal  charges  in  the  Province  of  Ontario 
were  scheduled  to  appear  in  Provincial  Court  beyond  eight  months  from  the  date  the 
Information  was  sworn.  Accordingly,  all  151,700  charges  were  potentially  placed  at  risk 
as  a  result  of  the  decision  in  R.  v.  Askov  et  al..  This  estimate  was  based  on  the  actual 
number  of  pending  charges  entered  on  the  ICON  (Integrated  Courts  Offences  Network) 
computer  system  at  the  time  and  an  approximation  of  the  pending  charges  in  the 
remaining  jurisdictions  that  were  not  on  the  ICON  computer  system.  Attached  as 
Exhibit  "A"  to  this  my  Affidavit  is  a  graph,  prepared  by  the  Information  Services  Section, 
Program  Development  Branch,  demonstrating  the  estimated  number  and  percentage  of 
pending  charges  in  the  Ontario  Court  (Provincial  Division)  that  were  greater  than  eight 
months  old  from  the  date  the  information  was  sworn.  The  graph  indicates  that  151,700 
cases  (74%  of  all  cases)  were  over  eight  months  old  as  of  October  22,  1990,  and  also 
shows  that  34,195  cases  (19%  of  all  cases)  were  over  eight  months  old  as  of  August  31, 
1991.  While  this  graph  with  respect  to  the  status  of  pending  charges  as  of  August  31, 
1991  shows  that  real  progress  has  been  made  in  the  reduction  of  delay  in  the  Provincial 
Court  in  the  province  of  Ontario,  the  graph  may  be  somewhat  optimistic.  The  143,606 
charges  that  are  presently  scheduled  for  their  next  court  appearance  within  eight  months 


. 
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of  the  swearing  of  the  information  may  include  many  cases  not  actually  set  for  trial  or 
preliminary  inquiry,  and  may  include  many  cases  that,  because  of  double  and  triple 
booking  of  court  lists,  will  not  be  reached  for  trial  or  preliminary  on  the  scheduled  date. 

3.  As  a  result  of  the  potential  impact  of  the  R.  v.  Askov  et  al.  decision,  the 
Information  Systems  Program  Systems  Section  of  the  Program  Development  Branch, 
which  compiles  statistical  data  relating  to  case  load  management  and  delay  reduction, 
were  instructed  to  compile  statistical  information  on  the  number  of  stays  and  withdrawals 
in  the  aftermath  of  Askov.  From  the  statistical  data  compiled  I  am  informed  by  Dorothy 
Gonsalves  Singh  and  verily  believe  that  as  a  direct  result  of  Askov.  during  the  period  of 
October  22,  1990  to  September  6,  1991,  there  was  a  total  of  47,417  criminal  charges 
(including  charges  under  the  Criminal  Code,  the  Narcotic  Control  Act  and  the  Food  and 
Drug  Actl  either  stayed  or  withdrawn  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Of  all  of  these 
matters,  45,019  charges  were  stayed  or  withdrawn  in  the  Ontario  Court  (Provincial 
Division),  while  2,398  charges  were  stayed  or  withdrawn  in  the  Ontario  Court  (General 
Division).  As  well  as  compiling  the  number  of  criminal  charges  stayed  or  withdrawn 
within  Ontario  as  a  result  of  the  Askov  judgment,  the  Information  Systems  Section, 
Program  Development  Branch  under  my  supervision  prepares  a  weekly  report  which 
includes  a  breakdown  of  the  number  of  adult,  young  offender  and  Provincial  Offences 
Act  charges  stayed  or  withdrawn  since  October  22,  1990  and  the  breakdown  of  the  stays 
and  withdrawals  per  court  and  per  offence  type.  Attached  as  Exhibit  "B"  to  this  my 
Affidavit  are  the  relevant  portions  of  the  report  as  of  September  6,  1991,  setting  out  the 
above.  Attached  as  well  to  this  my  Affidavit  as  Exhibit  "C  is  the  report  on  stays  and 
withdrawals  due  to  the  Askov  judgment  as  of  September  9,  1991. 

4.  As  indicated  in  the  report  attached  as  Exhibit  "B",  as  of  September  6,  1991, 
the  total  of  47,417  criminal  charges  stayed  or  withdrawn  in  the  Province  of  Ontario 
represents  approximately  11%  of  the  total  charges  completed  over  that  period.  These 
statistics  do  not  include  the  number  of  stays  and  withdrawals  of  charges  in  proceedings 
under  the  Provincial  Offences  Act.  The  report  indicates  that  as  of  September  6,  1991 
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the  number  of  Provincial  Offences  Act  charges  stayed  or  withdrawn  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario  since  October  22,  1990,  was  58,679.  I  have  been  informed  by  Dorothy 
Gonsalves  Singh  and  verily  believe  that  the  number  of  stays  and  withdrawals  of 
Provincial  Offences  Act  charges  is  approximately  2%  of  the  number  of  Provincial 
Offences  Act  matters  disposed  by  the  Courts  during  this  time. 

(3)  The  Immediate  Response  of  the  Ontario  Government 
to  the  Potential  Impact  of  Askov 

5.  As  a  result  of  the  potential  impact  of  the  Askov  decision  on  the 
administration  of  justice  within  the  Province  of  Ontario,  the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney 
General  immediately  formulated  a  strategic  plan  to  respond  to  the  possible  implications 
of  the  judgment.  The  strategy  focused  on  significantly  increasing  the  resources  allocated 
to  the  criminal  justice  system,  more  effective  management  of  the  criminal  courts 
caseload,  and  delay  reduction  initiatives,  both  by  the  Ministry  and  with  the  co-operation 
of  the  defence  bar  and  the  judiciary. 

6.  I  am  informed  by  Lloyd  Budzinski,  Asistant  Deputy  Attorney  General 
(Criminal  Law),  and  verily  believe,  that  immediately  upon  release  of  the  Askov  decision, 
the  Criminal  Law  Division  of  the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General  developed  an 
immediate  strategy  plan  that  was  sent  to  all  Crown  Attorneys'  Offices  throughout  the 
Province  of  Ontario  on  Sunday,  October  21,  1990.  The  Crown  Attorneys'  Offices  were 
instructed  that  the  implementation  of  the  plan  was  to  commence  on  Monday,  October 
22,  1990.  Attached  as  Exhibit  "D"  to  this  my  Affidavit  is  a  copy  of  the  memorandum  and 
strategy  plan  that  was  forwarded  to  all  of  the  Crown  Attorneys'  Offices  within  the 
Province. 

7.  The  Akov  response  strategy  was  to  be  implemented  over  a  sue  month 

period  while  awaiting  additional  resources,  and  it  involved  the  direct  action  of  Crown 

Attorneys  and  Asistant  Crown  Attorneys  in: 

(1)  The  setting  of  all  new  charges  in  the  Provincial  Division  for  trial  or 
preliminary  hearing  within  six  months  of  the  date  the  Information  was 
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sworn,  and  in  the  General  Division  within  six  to  eight  months  of  the  date 
of  committal  for  trial.  This  was  to  be  accomplished  by  extra  booking 
existing  trial  lists  in  those  areas  where  a  bacldog  existed; 

(2)  The  screening  and  vetting  of  all  outstanding  charges  by  the  Crown 
Attorney's  office  in  every  jurisdiction  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  in  order  to 
identify  serious  cases  that  should  be  brought  forward  for  earlier  disposition; 

(3)  The  screening  and  vetting  of  all  outstanding  charges  in  order  to  bring 
forward  charges  that  were  clearly  effected  by  the  decision  in  Askov  in 
order  that  the  Courts  could  impose  a  judicial  stay  of  proceedings,  or  to 
permit  the  Crown  to  formally  withdraw  the  charges  if  the  prosecution  was 
not  otherwise  required  due  to  particular  circumstances  of  the  offence  or 
the  antecedents  of  the  accused; 

(4)  The  monitoring  of  the  impact  of  the  Askov  decision  and  the  monitoring  of 
all  initiatives  utilized  to  combat  delay; 

(5)  The  resolution  of  cases  through  existing  disclosure  procedures. 


8.  The  new  charges  brought  into  the  system,  which  were  the  subject  of  extra 

double  and  triple  booking  of  the  trial  lists,  were  to  be  set  within  a  six  month  period.  A1 
new  cases  for  which  a  trial  date  was  to  be  set  in  the  General  Division  were  to  be  set  no 
later  than  six  to  eight  months  from  the  date  of  the  committal  for  trial  and,  as  stated,  all 
new  charges  in  Provincial  Division  were  to  be  set  for  a  trial  or  preliminary  hearing  with 
six  months  of  the  date  that  the  Information  was  sworn.  Further,  as  a  temporary  measure 
in  order  to  ease  the  pressure  upon  the  overbooked  trial  lists,  eleven  criminal  offences, 
which  might  be  the  subject  of  a  judicial  stay  or  a  Crown  withdrawal  due  to  the  delay, 
were,  in  the  absence  of  exceptional  circumstances,  to  be  brought  forward  for  this 
purpose.  These  offences  included: 


(a)  fail  to  comply; 

(b)  breach  of  probation; 

(c)  cause  disturbance; 

(d)  false  pretences  under; 

(e)  fraud  accommodation; 

(f)  mischief; 

(g)  theft  under; 

(h)  joyriding; 

(i)  possession  under; 
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(j)  fraud  under; 

(k)  simple  assaults  (not  including  domestic,  child  or  sexual  assaults). 

9.  In  order  to  minimize  the  inconvenience  caused  to  persons  affected  by  any 
decision  to  withdraw  charges,  victims  and  civilian  witnesses  were  to  be  notified  by  mail  in 
advance  of  the  currently  scheduled  hearing  date  of  the  Crown's  decision  to  withdraw  the 
charge.  Arrangements  were  to  be  made  through  the  local  police  force  to  cancel  police 
witnesses  in  advance  of  the  hearing  date.  Every  effort  was  to  be  made  to  assist  the 
victims  of  crime  in  understanding  the  implications  of  the  Askov  decision.  In  order  to 
manage  the  effects  of  the  Askov  decision  it  was,  of  course,  imperative  that  all  available 
court  time  be  utilized  to  the  maximum  extent  possible.  Crown  prosecutors  were 
encouraged  on  the  completion  of  their  own  court  dockets  to  invite  the  presiding  judicial 
officer  to  offer  assistance  to  any  other  courts  that  were  in  need  of  such  assistance.  The 
co-operation  of  the  Ontario  Court  (Provincial  Division)  was  secured  with  respect  to  court 
sitting  time  and  over  booking  of  courts  awaiting  additional  resources. 

10.  Re-scheduling  significant  cases,  identified  to  be  brought  forward  for  the 
setting  of  earlier  trial  dates,  was  to  be  accomplished  by  Notice  of  Motion  requesting  an 
earlier  date  served  upon  counsel  for  the  accused.  Those  accused  who  were 
unrepresented  were  re-summoned  and  personally  served  with  a  Notice  of  Motion  at  the 
time  of  service  of  the  Summons  in  order  to  accommodate  a  motion  for  the  setting  of 
earlier  dates.  The  charge  vetting  process  undertaken  to  identify  those  cases  properly  the 
subject  of  this  procedure  is  more  particularly  described  in  the  copy  of  the  memorandum 
from  the  Assistant  Deputy  Attorney  General  (Criminal  Law)  to  all  Regional  Directors  of 
Crown  Attorneys,  dated  December  21,  1990,  which  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  "E"  to 
this  my  Affidavit. 

11.  As  well  as  this  immediate  response,  the  Attorney  General  for  the  Province 
of  Ontario  quickly  approached  Management  Board  of  Cabinet  for  additional  funds  to 
increase  the  judicial  resources  within  the  province  in  an  effort  to  allocate  resources  to 
backlogged  areas  and  areas  where  extra  booking  of  courts  had  occurred  as  a  result  of  the 


, 


-7- 


implementation  of  the  aforementioned  strategy. 

(4)  The  Provision  of  Additional  Resources 

12.  On  November  21,  1990,  the  Attorney  General  of  Ontario  announced  to  the 
Legislature  the  commitment  of  over  $39,000,000.00  to  the  administration  of  justice  in 
order  to  reduce  delays  and  backlogs  in  the  criminal  court  system  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario  over  the  next  two  years.  This  $39  million  that  was  received  by  the  Ministry  of 
the  Attorney  General  has,  in  fact,  been  utilized  to  reduce  delays  and  backlogs  in  the 
courts,  and  has  enabled  the  Ministry  to  appoint  judges,  hire  Crown  Attorneys  and 
support  staff,  improve  court  facilities,  and  implement  further  initiatives. 

13.  I  have  been  informed  by  Matt  Veskimets,  Director  of  the  Facilities  and 
Special  Court  Services  Branch  of  the  Ministry,  and  verily  believe,  that  as  a  result  of  the 
initiatives  adopted  to  respond  to  the  Askov  decision  the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney 
General  authorized  the  hiring  of  27  new  judges  in  the  Ontario  Court  (Provincial 
Division)  and  that,  as  of  July  2,  1991,  all  27  new  judges  had  been  appointed  by  the 
Provincial  government,  and  two  previous  vacancies  had  been  filled  for  a  total  of  29 
Provincial  appointments.  There  is  an  expectation  that  six  more  judges  will  be  appointed 
to  the  Provincial  Division  in  the  near  future.  In  addition,  there  have  been  12  authorized 
appointments  for  new  judges  in  the  Ontario  Court  (General  Division),  and  there  have 
been  five  new  judges  appointed  for  that  Division  by  the  Federal  government. 

14.  I  have  been  informed  by  Uoyd  Budzinski,  Assistant  Deputy  Attorney 
General  (Criminal  Division),  and  verily  believe,  that  out  of  the  initiatives  adopted  to 
respond  to  the  Askov  decision,  that  the  Ministry  has  authorized  the  hiring  of  82 
additional  Assistant  Crown  Attorneys  and,  at  present,  there  have  been  66  new  Assistant 
Crown  Attorneys  and  six  Crown  counsel  hired  in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 

15.  I  have  been  informed  by  Axel  Frandsen,  Coordinator  of  Caseflow 
Management  of  the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General,  and  verily  believe  that  as  a  result 
of  the  Ministry's  efforts  to  combat  delay  in  the  court  systems  since  the  rendering  of  the 
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decision  in  Askov.  the  Ministry  has  authorized  the  hiring  of  a  total  of  194  administrative 
staff  (which  includes  court  clerks,  court  reporters  and  other  office  and  support  staff)  and 
that,  as  of  July  12,  1991,  there  have  been  168  new  administrative  staff  actually  hired. 

16.  I  have  been  informed  by  Matt  Veskimets,  Director  of  the  Facilities  and 
Special  Court  Services  Branch,  and  verily  believe,  that  in  light  of  the  Askov  decision 
capital  spending  on  new  facilities  and  the  improvement  of  the  present  courtroom 
facilities  has  been  authorized.  More  specifically,  the  Ministry  has  allocated  $7,679,900.00 
to  the  improvement  of  previous  facilities  and  the  creation  of  new  court  space  within 
these  existing  court  houses,  as  well  as  the  creation  of  additional  offices  and  courtrooms 
throughout  the  Province  of  Ontario  as  part  of  the  immediate  response  to  the  effect  of 
the  Askov  decision.  This  amount  does  not  include  the  potential  major  capital  costs  as  a 
result  of  the  government's  review  of  new  courthouse  requirements.  Attached  as  Exhibit 
"F'  to  this  my  Affidavit  is  a  list  of  accommodation  projects  that  the  Ministry  has 
committed  to,  indicating  the  restructuring  and  increasing  judicial  facilities  in  an  effort  to 
accommodate  the  new  judicial  appointments  and  hiring  of  Crown  Attorneys  and  court 
administration  staff. 

(5)  Delay  Reduction  Initiatives  and  Ministry  Action 

17.  After  the  immediate  response  by  the  Criminal  Law  and  Courts 
Administration  Divisions,  the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General  undertook  a 
comprehensive  approach  to  the  problem  of  delay,  coupling  the  infusion  of  new  resources 
with  the  introduction  of  initiatives  to  tackle  the  problem  of  delay  in  the  criminal  court 
system.  These  initiatives  attempted  to  incorporate  the  assistance  of  all  participants 
within  the  justice  system,  including  the  police,  legal  aid,  the  defence  bar,  Crown 
Attorneys  and  the  judiciary. 

18.  I  have  been  informed  by  Axel  Frandsen,  Coordinator  of  Caseflow 
Management  and  verily  believe  that  the  following  is  a  list  of  some,  though  not  all,  of  the 
further  initiatives  undertaken  by  the  Ministry  since  October  of  1990: 


' 
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(1)  The  creation  of  a  permanent  case  flow  management  unit  which  crosses  the 
traditional  boundaries  within  the  system  and  includes  Crown  Attorneys, 
courts  administration  and  criminal  law  policy  staff  working  together  in  a 
co-operative  manner,  focusing  on  the  issue  of  delay. 

(2)  The  Attorney  General  has  created  an  Advisory  Committee  on  "Disclosure, 
Screening,  and  Vetting"  which  is  chaired  by  Mr.  G.A.  Martin,  formerly  a 
Judge  of  the  Ontario  Court  of  Appeal,  and  which  is  comprised  of 
representatives  of  the  Crown,  the  Defence  bar,  the  Police,  and  the  Federal 
Department  of  Justice. 

(3)  Studies  of  other  jurisdictions  such  as  Montreal  and  Winnepeg  have  been 
authorized  so  as  to  better  understand  how  the  Ministry  can  best  deal  with 
the  problem  of  Court  delay. 

(4)  The  Ministry  has  put  into  effect  a  "Red  Alert"  system  for  identifying 
specific  cases  that  may  have  potential  "delay"  problems.  Whenever  a  case 
is  scheduled  for  trial  or  preliminary  inquiry  more  than  eight  months  from 
the  date  that  the  information  was  sworn,  it  will  appear,  together  with  the 
exact  age  of  the  case,  on  a  monthly  ICON  computer  generated  report  that 
will  be  distributed  to  all  of  the  Crown  Attorney's  Offices  throughout  the 
province,  and  to  each  Court  Services  Manager  throughout  the  province. 
Once  the  information  in  the  Report  is  verified  as  accurate  by  the  Court 
Services  staff,  the  appropriate  Crown's  office  will  be  informed.  The  Crown 
must  then  investigate  the  matter  in  order  to  determine  why  the  case  has 
been  scheduled  for  trial  or  preliminary  inquiry  beyond  the  eight  month 
period.  Where  there  is  no  valid  reason  to  justify  the  scheduling  of  the  case 
(ie.  waiver,  complexity,  length,  etc.),  the  Crown  is  instructed  to  immediately 
take  steps  to  bring  the  matter  forward  to  some  point  within  the  eight 
month  period. 

(5)  Case  flow  management  seminars  have  been  held  throughout  the  province 
to  introduce  techniques  of  delay  reduction  to  members  of  the  judiciary, 
Crown  Attorneys  and  administrative  staff. 

(6)  Local  court  management  committees,  involving  members  of  the  judiciary, 
Crown  Attorneys,  administration,  police,  legal  aid,  and  defence  bars  have 
been  initiated  in  various  locations  throughout  the  province  to  co¬ 
operatively  identify  problems  and  potential  problems  with  the  goal  of 
finding  solutions.  The  increase  in  the  court  management  committees  has 
been  from  six  delay  reductions  committees  prior  to  October,  1990  to  28 
committees  presently  working  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  in  the  following 
jurisdictions: 

Barrie  Brampton  Newmarket 

Oshawa  Scarborough  Guelph 


' 
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‘ 

- 


' 


Old  City  Hall 


Kitchener 

St.  Catharines 

Bracebridge 

Pembrooke 

Metro  North 

Welland 

Belleville 


Fort  Frances 

Lindsay 

Ottawa 

Etobicoke 

Milton 

Perth 

Kingston 

Peterborough 


Cobourg 


Brantford 
Simcoe 
Owen  Sound 
Cayuga 
L'Original 


The  local  court  management  committees  throughout  the  province  have 
initiated  many  different  ideas  to  combat  delay  including  the  fast-tracking  of 
certain  types  of  offences  which  are  of  particular  concern  in  each  area.  For 
example:, 

(a)  In  Scarborough  Provincial  Court  cases  of  impaired  driving  have 
been  fast-tracked  and  are  to  be  heard  within  3  months  of  the 
Information  sworn  date; 

(b)  In  Etobicoke  Provincial  Court,  courts  have  been  established  for  the 
hearing  of  guilty  pleas  and  motions  in  an  effort  to  remove  these 
matters  from  trial  court  rooms; 

(c)  In  the  areas  of  Brampton,  Cobourg  and  a  number  of  other  courts 
early  disclosure  policies  have  been  introduced  in  order  to  ensure 
that  the  defence  can  make  early  decisions  pertaining  to  their  cases 
and  move  them  to  completion  earlier  or  set  dates  sooner; 

(d)  A  delay  reduction  committee  to  oversee  the  co-operative 
management  of  case  scheduling  systems  within  the  province  has 
been  established  by  the  Chief  Judge  of  the  Ontario  Court 
(Provincial  Division).  This  committee,  consisting  of  members  of  the 
judiciary,  Criminal  Lawyers'  Association,  Crown  Attorneys  and 
administration,  in  co-operation  with  the  government  will  introduce 
members  of  the  judiciary  and  Criminal  Law  Division  of  the  Ministry 
to  case  flow  management  techniques  through  courses  and  seminars 
in  the  Fall  of  1991. 

The  Attorney  General  recently  announced  that  "Diversion"  programs  would 
soon  be  operating  in  Brampton  and  North  York  as  pilot  projects.  Under 
this  program,  an  accused  charged  with  a  relatively  minor  offence,  such  as 
shoplifting,  would  be  able  to  elect  to  take  their  case  out  of  the  judicial 
system.  Instead,  the  accused  would  face  some  other  measure  such  as 
making  restitution  and  apologizing  to  the  victim,  being  placed  on 
probation,  etc.  By  participating  in  this  program  the  accused  would  avoid 
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having  a  criminal  record  for  the  offence.  It  is  anticipated  that,  with  this 
program  in  place,  some  areas  might  be  able  to  divert  as  much  as  7%  of  the 
total  criminal  charge  caseload.  This  would  be  an  extremely  significant  step 
in  delay  reduction  for  the  cases  that  remainded  in  the  Court  system. 


(5)  Statistics  Regarding  Delay  Within  the  Province  of  Ontario 

19.  I  have  been  informed  by  Dorothy  Gonsalves  Singh,  Information  Services 
Section,  Program  Development  Branch  and  verily  believe  that  the  data  in  the  attached 
charts  (Exhibits  "G"  to  "L"  inclusive)  is  collected  by  Courts  Administration  personnel  in 
each  individual  court  location.  I  am  informed  and  verily  believe  that  in  those  locations 
supplied  with  a  computer  system,  this  information  is  entered  by  the  local  courts  into  the 
computer  program. 

20.  The  computer  program  in  the  automated  courts  is  called  the  Integrated 
Courts  Offences  Network  (ICON).  It  is  an  Operational  System  for  the  Ontario  Court 
(Provincial  Division  -  Criminal)  and  is  used  for  Case  Tracking,  Case  Scheduling, 
Enforcement,  Finance  and  Administration.  ICON  keeps  track  of  all  court  data,  including 
Criminal  Code.  Young  Offenders  Act.  Provincial  Offences  Act.  Narcotics  Control  Act 
and  Food  and  Drug  Act  charges. 

21.  The  following  is  the  list  of  all  Provincial  Division  Centres  on  ICON  as  of 
August  19,  1991  (48  in  total);  these  Provincial  Division  courts  presently  on  ICON 
represent  approximately  94%  of  the  caseload  within  the  Province  of  Ontario: 


Brantford 

Windsor 

Sudbury 

St.  Catharines 

Simcoe 

Woodstock 

Peterborough 

Orillia 

Niagara  Falls 
Old  City  Hall 
Metro  West 


Ottawa 

Cayuga 

Chatham 

London 

Cobourg 

Brampton 

Pembroke 

Lindsay 

Welland 

College  Park 

Metro  North 


St.  Thomas 

Goderich 

Sarnia 

Bracebridge 

Oshawa 

Stratford 

Barrie 

Kitchener 

Hamilton 

Metro  East 

Newmarket 


' 
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Bruce  Mines 
Sault  Ste.  Marie 
Parry  Sound 
Napanee 
L’Original 


Milton 

Belleville 

Haileybury 

Cornwall 

Kingston 


Gore  Bay 
Smith  Falls 
Brockville 
Picton 
North  Bay 


22.  ICON  court  statistics  are  collected  as  follows.  Statistics  are  entered  daily 

into  the  "Integrated  Courts  Offences  Network"  (ICON)  computer  system.  The 
information  is  transferred  electronically  through  a  network  to  the  mainframe  computer 
system  at  the  Ministry  of  Government  Services.  The  data  can  then  be  accessed  for 
analysis  and  reporting. 


23.  As  of  August  19,  1991,  there  are  still  11  Provincial  Division  Courts  not  on 

ICON  and  the  statistical  data  respecting  those  courts  is  compiled  manually  as  a  result  of 
information  received  from  the  court  clerk  and  dockets.  The  caseload  of  these  courts 


represents  approximately  6%  of  the  caseload  of  Provincial  Court  in  the  Province.  It  is 
expected  that  these  courts  will  be  on  the  ICON  system  by  November  1991.  Those  courts 


are  listed  below: 

Thunder  Bay 
Dryden 
Timmins 
Kirkland  Lake 


Fort  Frances 
Walkerton 
Orangeville 
Guelph 


Kenora 
Cochrane 
Owen  Sound 


24.  The  process  for  the  collection  of  manual  court  statistics  is  as  follows. 

Statistics  are  entered  daily  into  a  computer  system  called  the  "Courts  Input  Statistics 
System"  (CISS).  At  the  end  of  the  month,  the  court  consolidates  all  daily  reports  into 
one  monthly  report.  This  report  is  copied  onto  a  computer  diskette  and  is  sent  to  the 
regional  office.  Once  the  regional  office  has  received  the  monthly  information  from  all 
court  offices  within  the  region,  a  copy  of  the  monthly  reports  for  each  court  office  is  sent 
to  the  Information  Systems  section  of  the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General  in  Toronto 
where  the  information  is  loaded  into  the  mainframe  computer.  The  data  can  then  be 
used  for  analysis  and  reporting. 


'  . 
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25.  Iam  informed  by  Dorothy  Gonsalves  Singh,  Information  Services  Section, 
Program  Development  Branch,  that  the  chart  attached  as  Exhibit  "G"  to  this  my  affidavit 
is  a  chart  prepared  by  the  Information  Services  Section  and  sets  out  information 
pertaining  to  the  population,  number  of  Crowns  and  Judges  for  each  jurisdiction,  and  the 
grouping  of  offences  on  the  basis  of  whether  the  charges  at  the  time  were  over  eight 
months  old.  This  chart  includes  records  based  on  ICON  and  manual  statistics.  The 
information  respecting  the  number  of  Crowns  comes  from  the  Divisional  Planning  and 
Administration  Office  of  the  Crown  Law  Office  -  Criminal.  The  number  of  judges  was 
obtained  from  the  records  of  the  Office  of  Judicial  Support  Services,  Facilities  and 
Special  Court  Services  Branch.  The  population  figures  come  from  Research  Services, 
Computer  and  Telecommunications  Branch. 

26.  Attached  and  marked  as  Exhibit  "H"  to  this  my  affidavit  is  a  chart  of 
charges  received  and  disposed  throughout  Ontario  in  the  Provincial  Court  (Criminal 
Division),  for  the  year  1990,  including  adult  Criminal  Code.  Narcotic  Control  Act.  Food 
and  Drug  Act  and  Young  Offenders  Act  charges.  This  chart  includes  records  based  on 
ICON  and  manual  statistics. 

27.  Attached  and  marked  as  Exhibit  "I"  to  this  my  affidavit  is  a  chart  of 
charges  disposed  of  in  the  Ontario  Court  (Provincial  Division)  over  a  seven  month 
period  for  all  courts  on  ICON.  The  chart  sets  out  the  total  number  of  charges  disposed 
of  at  the  Provincial  Division  level,  on  a  monthly  basis  from  October  1990  until  August 
31,  1991  for  those  courts  on  the  ICON  system.  As  well  the  chart  indicates  the  number  of 
charges  disposed  of  at  the  Provincial  Division,  which  resulted  in  the  matter  being 
committed  to  General  Division  for  trial.  Based  on  this  information,  the  chart  shows  that 
during  this  time  period  94.4%  of  charges  received  were  completely  disposed  of  at  the 
Provincial  Division  level. 

28.  Attached  and  marked  as  Exhibit  "J"  to  this  my  affidavit  is  a  chart  showing 
the  age  of  all  federal  charges  pending  according  to  the  next  court  date  for  all  Provincial 
Courts  on  ICON  as  of  August  31,  1991.  The  chart  indicates  the  distribution  of  charges 
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pending,  based  on  their  age  from  information  sworn  date  to  next  scheduled  appearance 
date. 

29.  Attached  and  marked  as  Exhibit  "K"  to  this  my  affidavit  is  a  chart  depicting 
the  number  of  Criminal  Code  charges  pending  in  the  Provincial  Division  over  the  years 
from  1982/1983  to  1990/1991.  I  was  informed  by  Dorothy  Gonsalves  Singh,  Information 
Services  Section  and  verily  believe  that  the  chart  was  compiled  by  Research  and 
Evaluation  Services,  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General  and  indicates  the  actual  number  of 
criminal  charges  that  were  pending  in  the  Provincial  Division  for  the  years  between  1982 
and  1991.  As  noted  on  the  chart,  the  information  pertaining  to  the  year  1990/1991  is 
based  on  preliminary  data  only.  The  chart  graphically  demonstrates  the  drastic  increase 
in  charges  pending  from  1985/1986  through  to  1989/1990. 

30.  Attached  and  marked  as  Exhibit  ”L"  to  this  my  affidavit  is  a  Trial 
Availability  Summary  as  of  March  1990  and  as  of  September  30,  1990  in  Provincial  Court 
from  ICON  and  manual  statistics.  I  have  been  informed  by  Dorothy  Gonsalves  Singh, 
Information  Services  Section,  and  verily  believe  that  the  information  represents,  on 
average,  how  far  dates  were  being  set  into  the  future  as  of  March,  1990  and  September, 
1990.  This  information  does  not  indicate  the  reason  why  cases  were  set  for  this  time 
period,  but  rather  indicates  the  average  at  that  time. 

31.  I  have  been  informed  by  Dorothy  Gonsalves  Singh  and  verily  believe  that 
the  chart  attached  as  Exhibit  "M"  to  this  my  affidavit  sets  out  first  the  number  of  Judges 
in  each  jurisdiction  listed,  and  the  time  till  trial,  as  of  January  31,  1990  and  as  of 
September  28,  1990.  I  have  further  been  informed  by  Dorothy  Gonsalves  Singh  and 
verily  believe  that  this  information  was  received  by  the  Crown  Law  Office  -  Criminal  of 
the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General  in  March  of  1991  by  either  telephone  or  facsimile 
from  Courts  Administration  personnel  in  each  jurisdiction  listed.  The  "Time  till  Trial" 
represents  available  trial  dates  if  an  accused  requested  a  trial  date  in  Provincial  Division 
on  either  January  31,  1990  or  September  28,  1990.  The  "Time  Till  Trial"  does  not 
include  the  period  of  time  prior  to  an  accused  setting  his  actual  trial  date  (therefore 
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excluding  the  time  required  for  initial  adjournments  to  obtain  legal  aid,  retain  counsel, 
etc.).  This  provides  information  as  to  the  time  till  trial  prior  to  the  impact  of  the  Askov 
judgment  and  prior  to  the  imposition  of  administrative  guidelines  endeavouring  to  have 
all  cases  scheduled  within  six  to  eight  months.  It  is  expected  that  it  will  take  a  significant 
period  of  time  before  the  resources  are  completely  in  place  and  caseload  normalizes. 

32.  Attached  as  Exhibit  "N"  to  this  my  Affidavit  are  two  graphs  that  outline  the 
number  of  federal  charges  received  and  disposed  of  in  the  Ontario  Court  (Provincial 
Division)  for  the  years  1982/83  through  1990/91.  Attached  as  Exhibit  "O"  to  this  my 
Affidavit  is  a  graph  that  depicts  the  "Shortfall"  (more  charges  received  than  disposed  of) 
in  the  Ontario  Court  (Provincial  Division)  from  1980/81  to  1990/91.  Attached  as 
Exhibits  "P"  and  "Q"  to  this  my  Affidavit  are  similar  graphs  depicting  the  same 
information  with  respect  to  the  federal  charges  received,  disposed  of,  and  the  "Shortfall", 
but  with  respect  to  the  Ontario  Court  (General  Division).  Exhibit  "R"  to  this  my 
Affidavit  is  a  graph  depicting  the  Population  Growth  for  Durham  Region  from  1980  to 
1990.  Exhibit  "S"  to  this  my  Affidavit  is  a  chart  depicting  the  annual  number  of  elections 
made  by  accused  persons  for  a  jury  trial  in  the  Ontario  Court  (General  Division)  since 
1982/82.  I  am  advised  and  verily  believe  that  these  graphs  were  prepared  by  Grant 
Goldrich,  case-flow  analyst.  Courts  Administration,  and  that  the  information  conveyed  in 
them  is  accurate. 

Conclusion 

33.  I  make  this  affidavit  for  purposes  of  informing  this  Honourable  Court  of 
the  status  of  criminal  matters  in  the  Provincial  Court  as  of  the  decision  in  Askov.  and  the 
expenditures,  initiatives  and  policy  of  the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General  for  the 
Province  of  Ontario  relating  to  the  reduction  of  delay  since  the  release  of  Askov.  as  well 
as  the  present  situation  in  the  Ontario  Court  (Provincial  Division),  and  for  no  improper 
purpose. 
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PRELIMINARY  DATA 

DAILY  REPORT  ON  STAYS  DUE  TO  ASKOV  -  September  06  1991 

The  following  is  a  summary  of  the  results  of  the  Askov  decision  f or% b^th  the 
Provincial  and  General  division  from  October  22,  1990  to  September^)  4  1991 

1.  Overall  activity  in  the  General  and  Provincial  Divisions: 

IhitHPeL  fiouRLe 

a)  charges  completed  over  the  period  (excluding  POA)  ~ 


General  Division  =  23,575 

Provincial  Division  =  423,500 


Total  =  447,075 

b)  of  the  total,  399,658  (or  89  %  of  the  total)  were 

stayed/dismissed/withdrawn  due  to  the  Askov  decision. 

c)  of  the  total,  47,417  (or  11%  of  the  total)  were 

stayed/dismissed/withdrawn  due  to  the  askov  decision. 


2.  Activity  in  the  Provincial  Division: 

i)  adult  charges:  (NOTE;  includes  Y0A  charges  up  to  04/15/91) 


stayed/ 

withdrawn 

total 

: 

dismissed 

due  to 

due  to  Askov 

Askov 

t 

Sep  03  to  Sep  06 

> 

98 

49 

147 

to  date 

22994 

21743 

44737 

ii)  young  offenders  : (NOTE,  separate  tracking  of  yoa 

charges  commenced  on  04/15/91) 


stayed/ 

withdrawn 

total 

dismissed 

due  to 

due  to  Askov 

Askov 

Sep  03  to  Sep  06 

0 

0 

0 

April  15/91  to  date 

250 

32 

282 

iii)  Provincial  Offences  Act:  (to  date  figures  only) 


stayed/ 
dismissed 
due  to  askov 

withdrawn 
due  to  askov 

total 

Part  I 

23314 

19964 

43278 

Part  II 

3123 

2830 

5953 

Part  III 

5923 

3525 

9448 

■ 
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iv)  ten  highest  courts  to  date  (excluding  POA) : 


Court 

stayed/dis. 

withdrawn 

total 

1.  Brampton 

5573 

2615 

8188 

2 .  Oshawa 

2216 

4722 

6938 

3 .  Metro  West 

3159 

3964 

7123 

4 .  Newmarket 

3516 

2426 

5942 

5.  Metro  North 

1313 

2532 

3845 

6.  Metro  East 

2096 

403 

2499 

7 .  Ottawa 

698 

1869 

2567 

8.  Barrie 

1331 

319 

1650 

9.  Milton 

724 

809 

1533 

10.  Kitchener 

502 

687 

1189 

TOTAL 

21128 

20346 

41474 

3.  Activity  in  the  General  Division: 


stayed/ 
dismissed 
due  to  askov 

withdrawn 
due  to  askov 

total 

Sep  03  to  Sep  06 

0 

0 

0 

to  date 

2306 

92 

2398 

five  highest  to  date: 


COURT 

stayed/ 
dismissed 
due  to  askov 

withdrawn 
due  to  askov 

total 

1 .  Brampton 

1033 

17 

1050 

2 .  Newmarket 

354 

9 

363 

3.  Metro  Central 

328 

11 

339 

4 .  Oshawa 

170 

0 

170 

5.  Sault  Ste.  Marie 

83 

8 

91 

prepared  by:  Edie  Kuehn 

checked  by  :  Dorothy  Gonsalves-Singh 


CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  BY  CHARGE  TYPE  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  A/91 


TOTAL  TO  DATE  TOTAL  TO  DATE 

STAYED/DISMISSED  WITHDRAWN  GRAND  TOTAL 


Charge  type 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

TO  DATE 

1.  ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

740 

56 

710 

1 

1507 

2.  BREACH  OF  COURT 

1577 

56 

2645 

2 

4280 

3.  GAMING/BETTING  OFFENCES 

49 

0 

21 

0 

70 

4.  OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

153 

59 

66 

0 

278 

5.  PROSTITUTION 

40 

0 

162 

0 

202 

6.  CRIMINAL  NEGLIGENCE 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

7.  DRIVING  OFFENCES 

679 

122 

475 

0 

1276 

8.  IMPAIRED 

7551 

203 

5076 

14 

12844 

9.  ASSAULT 

2445 

200 

2203 

16 

4864 

10.  EXTREME  ASSAULT 

528 

169 

161 

5 

863 

11.  SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

167 

112 

31 

0 

310 

12.  SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

272 

78 

74 

1 

425 

13.  FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 

33 

15 

5 

0 

53 

14.  THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  S1000 

2755 

145 

4527 

12 

7439 

15.  THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  S1000 

461 

102 

270 

3 

836 

16.  FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

1343 

195 

1755 

9 

3302 

17.  NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

1672 

161 

2017 

8 

3858 

18.  CONSPIRACY 

27 

14 

9 

0 

50 

19.  BREAK  &  ENTER 

817 

113 

400 

5 

1335 

20.  FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

595 

155 

355 

3 

1108 

21.  DRUG  POSSESSION 

571 

112 

482 

2 

1167 

22.  DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

145 

210 

72 

11 

438 

23.  UNKNOWN 

624 

28 

259 

0 

911 

TOTALS  : 

23245 

2305 

21775 

92 

47417 

RPT4-1 

NOTE  :  Tracking  of  CHARGES  WITHDRAWN  commenced  on  Novemeber  19,  1990. 


CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FOR  Sep  9/91 


REGION  LOCATION  CHARGE  TYPE 


1.  CE 

BRACEBRIDGE 

2.  CE 

COBOURG 

3.  CE 

LINDSAY 

4.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

5.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

6.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

7.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

8.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

9.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

10.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

11.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

12.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

13.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

14.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

15.  CE 

OSHAWA 

16.  CE 

OSHAWA 

17.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

18.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

19.  CS 

CAYUGA 

20.  CS 

HAMILTON 

21.  CS 

KITCHENER 

22.  CS 

NIAGARA  FALLS 

23.  CS 

SIMCOE 

24.  CS 

ST  CATHARINES 

25.  CS 

WELLAND 

26.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

27.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

28.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

29.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

30.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

31.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

32.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

33.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

34.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

35.  CW 

GUELPH 

36.  CW 

MILTON 

37.  CW 

MILTON 

38.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

39.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

40.  CW 

WALKER TON 

41.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

42.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

43.  E 

BROCKVILLE 

44.  E 

CORNWALL 

45.  E 

KINGSTON 

46.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

47.  E 

NAPANEE 

*  none  - 

-  none  - 

*  none  - 

*  none  - 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

IMPAIRED 

ASSAULT 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  S1000 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

-  none  * 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

-  none  - 

-  none  - 

-  none  - 

-  none  - 

-  none  - 

-  none  - 

*  none  - 

-  none  - 

-  none  - 

-  none  - 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 
BREACH  OF  COURT 
IMPAIRED 
ASSAULT 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  S1000 
NUISANCE  OFFENCES 
CONSPIRACY 
UNKNOWN 

-  none  - 

-  none  - 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

-  none  - 

-  none  - 

-  none  - 

-  none  - 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

-  none  - 

-  none  - 

-  none  - 

-  none  - 

*  none  * 


#ST AYS/D  IS  ^WITHDRAWN  AVG  AGE  DEFENSE  REQ 
PROV  GEN  PROV  GEN  PROV  GEN  PROV  GEN 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

4 
2 
1 
0 

5 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

8 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

15 

15 

18 

15 

15 

15 

21 

15 
17 

16 

0 


0*  "  0 

o  o 


-O  —  0 


0  0 
0  0 


0  0 
0  0 


16 

16 

17 

15 

17 

23 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

17 

0 

0 

0 


0  0 
0  1 
0  0 
0  0 
0  0 
0  0 
0  0 


0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  4 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 


0  0 
0  0 
0  0 
0  0 
0  0 
0  0 
0  0 


RPT1-1 


■ 


CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FOR  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

CHARGE  TYPE 

#STAYS/DIS 

PROV  GEN 

•WITHDRAWN 

PROV  GEN 

AVG  AGE 

PROV  GEN 

DEFENSE 

PROV 

RED 

GEN 

48.  E 

OTTAWA 

*  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

49.  E 

PEMBROKE 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

50.  E 

PERTH 

*  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

51.  E 

PICTON 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

52.  E 

SMITHS  FALLS 

*  none  * 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

53.  NE 

COCHRANE 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

54.  NE 

ELLIOT  LAKE 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

55.  NE 

ESPANOLA 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

56.  NE 

GORE  BAY 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

57.  NE 

HA1LEYBURY 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

58.  NE 

KIRKLAND  LAKE 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

59.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

60.  NE 

PARRY  SOUND 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

61.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

62.  NE 

SUDBURY 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

63.  NE 

TEMISKAMING 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

64.  NE 

TIMMINS 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

65.  NW 

DRYDEN 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

66.  NW 

FORT  FRANCES 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

67.  NW 

KENORA 

*  none  * 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

68.  NW 

RAINY  RIVER 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

69.  NW 

THUNDER  BAY 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

70.  SW 

CHATHAM 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

71.  SW 

GODERICH 

-  none  * 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

72.  SW 

LONDON 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

73.  SW 

SARNIA 

*  none  * 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

74.  SW 

ST  THOMAS 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

75.  SW 

STRATFORD 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

76.  SW 

WINDSOR 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

77.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

*  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

78.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

-  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

79.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

CONSPIRACY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

27 

80.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

18 

0 

31 

81.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

82.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

-  none  * 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

83.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

*  none  * 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

84.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

1 

0 

0 

0 

15 

0 

0 

0 

85.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

ASSAULT 

1 

0 

0 

0 

15 

0 

0 

0 

86.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

3 

0 

0 

0 

16 

0 

0 

0 

87.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

*  none  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTALS  : 

36 

4 

20 

0 

0 

60 

RPT1-2 

NOTE  :  Tracking  of  CHARGES  WITHDRAWN  commenced  on  Novemeber  19,  1990. 


CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FOR  Sep  9/91 


Sep  9/91  WEEKLY  TOTAL  TOTAL  TO  DATE 

#  STAYED/DISM  Sep  9/91  -  Sep  9/91  Oct  22/90  -  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

1.  CE 

BRACEBRIDGE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

36 

2 

2.  CE 

COBOURG 

0 

0 

0 

0 

267 

0 

3.  CE 

LINDSAY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

75 

48 

4.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

15 

0 

15 

0 

3534 

354 

5.  CE 

OSHAUA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2216 

178 

6.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

7.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

0 

0 

0 

0 

71 

0 

8.  CS 

CAYUGA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4 

9.  CS 

HAMILTON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

40 

11 

10.  CS 

KITCHENER 

0 

0 

0 

0 

502 

7 

11.  CS 

NIAGARA  FALLS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12.  CS 

SIMCOE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

0 

13.  CS 

ST  CATHARINES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8 

2 

14.  CS 

WELLAND 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

15.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

16 

0 

16 

0 

5620 

1045 

16.  CU 

GUELPH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

312 

4 

17.  CW 

MILTON 

0 

1 

0 

1 

724 

36 

18.  CU 

ORANGEVILLE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

47 

1 

19.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

0 

0 

0 

0 

91 

6 

20.  CU 

UALKERTON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

21.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

0 

1 

0 

1 

207 

46 

22.  E 

BROCKVILLE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

0 

23.  E 

CORNUALL 

0 

0 

0 

0 

72 

3 

24.  E 

KINGSTON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4 

4 

25.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

0 

0 

0 

0 

80 

2 

26.  E 

NAPANEE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

0 

27.  E 

OTTAWA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

701 

46 

28.  E 

PEMBROKE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

46 

21 

29.  E 

PERTH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

30.  E 

P1CTON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

17 

4 

31.  E 

SMITHS  FALLS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

7 

0 

32.  NE 

COCHRANE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

33.  NE 

ELLIOT  LAKE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4 

0 

34.  NE 

ESPANOLA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

35.  NE 

GORE  BAY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

36.  NE 

HAI LEYBURY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

37.  NE 

KIRKLAND  LAKE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

38.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

12 

39.  NE 

PARRY  SOUND 

*  0 

0 

0 

0 

5 

0 

40.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

45 

83 

41.  NE 

SUDBURY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

19 

2 

42.  NE 

TEMISKAMING 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

43.  NE 

TIMMINS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

44.  NU 

DRYDEN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

RPT2-1 


. 


- 

CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FOR  Sep  9/91 


Sep  9/91  WEEKLY  TOTAL  TOTAL  TO  DATE 

#  STAYED/D  ISM  Sep  9/91  -  Sep  9/91  Oct  22/90  -  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

45.  NU 

FORT  FRANCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

46.  NW 

KENORA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

47.  NW 

RAINY  RIVER 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5 

0 

48.  NU 

THUNDER  BAY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

49.  SW 

CHATHAM 

0 

0 

0 

0 

14 

0 

50.  SU 

GODERICH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

0 

51.  SU 

LONDON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

52.  SU 

SARNIA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

60 

0 

53.  SU 

ST  THOMAS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

2 

54.  SU 

STRATFORD 

0 

0 

0 

0 

156 

10 

55.  SU 

WINDSOR 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8 

5 

56.  SU 

WOODSTOCK 

0 

0 

0 

0 

22 

0 

57.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

0 

2 

0 

2 

390 

330 

58.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2096 

0 

59.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

5 

0 

5 

0 

1326 

0 

60.  TO 

METRO  UEST 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3159 

0 

TOTALS  : 

36 

4 

36 

4 

22006 

2268 

RPT2-2 


CHARGES  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FOR  Sep  9/91 


Sep  9/91  WEEKLY  TOTAL  TOTAL  TO  DATE 

#  WITHDRAWN  Sep  9/91  -  Sep  9/91  Oct  22/90  •  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

1.  CE 

BRACEBRIDGE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

2.  CE 

COBOURG 

0 

0 

0 

0 

158 

0 

3.  CE 

LINDSAY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

31 

1 

4.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

16 

0 

16 

0 

2467 

9 

5.  CE 

OSHAWA 

O 

0 

0 

0 

4738 

0 

6.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

7.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

0 

0 

0 

0 

308 

11 

8.  CS 

CAYUGA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

9.  CS 

HAMILTON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

11 

0 

10.  CS 

KITCHENER 

0 

0 

0 

0 

687 

0 

11.  CS 

NIAGARA  FALLS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12.  CS 

SIMCOE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

13.  CS 

ST  CATHARINES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

14.  CS 

WELLAND 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

15.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

4 

0 

4 

0 

2621 

17 

16.  CW 

GUELPH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

395 

0 

17.  CW 

MILTON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

809 

1 

18.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

19.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

0 

0 

0 

0 

29 

0 

20.  CW 

WALKER TON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

0 

21.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

99 

1 

22.  E 

BROCKV1 LLE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

23.  E 

CORNWALL 

0 

0 

0 

0 

34 

9 

24.  E 

KINGSTON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

25.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12 

0 

26.  E 

NAPANEE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

27.  E 

OTTAWA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1927 

10 

28.  E 

PEMBROKE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

2 

29.  E 

PERTH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

30.  E 

PICTON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

31.  E 

SMITHS  FALLS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

32.  NE 

COCHRANE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

33.  NE 

ELLIOT  LAKE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

34.  NE 

ESPANOLA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

35.  NE 

GORE  BAY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

36.  NE 

HAI LEYBURY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

37.  NE 

KIRKLAND  LAKE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

38.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

39.  NE 

PARRY  SOUND 

•  0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

40.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

18 

8 

41.  NE 

SUDBURY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

42.  NE 

TEMISKAMING 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

43.  NE 

TIMMINS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

44.  NW 

DRYDEN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

RPT2A-1 


CHARGES  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FOR  Sep  9/91 


Sep  9/91  WEEKLY  TOTAL  TOTAL  TO  DATE 

*  WITHDRAWN  Sep  9/91  -  Sep  9/91  Oct  22/90  -  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

45.  NW 

FORT  FRANCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

46.  NW 

KENORA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

47.  NW 

RAINY  RIVER 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

48.  NW 

THUNDER  BAY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

49.  SW 

CHATHAM 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

50.  SW 

GODERICH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

51.  SW 

LONDON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

52.  SW 

SARNIA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

155 

0 

53.  SW 

ST  THOMAS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

54.  SW 

STRATFORD 

0 

0 

0 

0 

130 

1 

55.  SW 

WINDSOR 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

56.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

0 

0 

0 

0 

16 

0 

57.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

0 

0 

0 

0 

24 

11 

58.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

0 

0 

0 

0 

403 

0 

59.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2532 

0 

60.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4093 

0 

TOTALS  : 

20 

0 

20 

0 

21712 

81 

RPT2A-2 

NOTE  :  Tracking  of  CHARGES  WITHDRAWN  commenced  on  Novemeber  19,  1990. 


CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAW  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  9/91 


TOTAL  TO  DATE  TOTAL  TO  DATE 
STAYED/DISMISSED  WITHDRAWN 


REGION 

LOCATION 

CHARGE  TYPE 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

1.  CE 

BARRIE 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

30 

5 

3 

1 

2.  CE 

BARRIE 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

54 

0 

45 

0 

3.  CE 

BARRIE 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

4 

1 

2 

0 

4.  CE 

BARRIE 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

28 

4 

6 

0 

5.  CE 

BARRIE 

IMPAIRED 

7 77 

23 

78 

3 

6.  CE 

BARRIE 

ASSAULT 

41 

2 

26 

0 

7.  CE 

BARRIE 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

1 

0 

5 

1 

8.  CE 

BARRIE 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

1 

1 

1 

0 

9.  CE 

BARRIE 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

8 

7 

1 

1 

10.  CE 

BARRIE 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

42 

8 

52 

0 

11.  CE 

BARRIE 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

8 

2 

5 

0 

12.  CE 

BARRIE 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

92 

4 

19 

0 

13.  CE 

BARRIE 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

57 

1 

52 

4 

14.  CE 

BARRIE 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

28 

3 

3 

0 

15.  CE 

BARRIE 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

14 

4 

2 

1 

16.  CE 

BARRIE 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

33 

0 

15 

0 

17.  CE 

BARRIE 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

8 

0 

4 

0 

18.  CE 

BARRIE 

UNKNOWN 

105 

0 

0 

0 

19.  CE 

BRACEBRIDGE 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

4 

0 

0 

0 

20.  CE 

BRACEBRIDGE 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

2 

1 

0 

0 

21.  CE 

BRACEBRIDGE 

IMPAIRED 

26 

0 

1 

0 

22.  CE 

BRACEBRIDGE 

ASSAULT 

3 

1 

0 

0 

23.  CE 

BRACEBRIDGE 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

1 

0 

0 

0 

24.  CE 

BRACEBRIDGE 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

25.  CE 

COBOURG 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

10 

0 

3 

0 

26.  CE 

COBOURG 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

15 

0 

15 

0 

27.  CE 

COBOURG 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

12 

0 

1 

0 

28.  CE 

COBOURG 

IMPAIRED 

126 

0 

55 

0 

29.  CE 

COBOURG 

ASSAULT 

31 

0 

19 

0 

30.  CE 

COBOURG 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

1 

0 

1 

0 

31.  CE 

COBOURG 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

3 

0 

0 

0 

32.  CE 

COBOURG 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

33.  CE 

COBOURG 

FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 

11 

0 

0 

0 

34.  CE 

COBOURG 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

11 

0 

9 

0 

35.  CE 

COBOURG 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

2 

0 

0 

0 

36.  CE 

COBOURG 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

7 

0 

1 

0 

37.  CE 

COBOURG 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

18 

0 

38 

0 

38.  CE 

COBOURG 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

2 

0 

4 

0 

39.  CE 

COBOURG 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

40.  CE 

COBOURG 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

11 

0 

8 

0 

41.  CE 

COBOURG 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

4 

0 

4 

0 

42.  CE 

COBOURG 

UNKNOWN 

1 

0 

0 

0 

43.  CE 

LINDSAY 

* 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

1 

0 

0 

0 

44.  CE 

LINDSAY 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

4 

0 

9 

0 

45.  CE 

LINDSAY 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

0 

3 

0 

0 

46.  CE 

LINDSAY 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

4 

7 

0 

0 

47.  CE 

LINDSAY 

IMPAIRED 

40 

5 

0 

0 

48.  CE 

LINDSAY 

ASSAULT 

10 

3 

3 

0 

49.  CE 

LINDSAY 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

1 

4 

1 

0 

RPT3-1 


. 


CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

50.  CE 

LINDSAY 

51.  CE 

LINDSAY 

52.  CE 

LINDSAY 

53.  CE 

LINDSAY 

54.  CE 

LINDSAY 

55.  CE 

LINDSAY 

56.  CE 

LINDSAY 

57.  CE 

LINDSAY 

58.  CE 

LINDSAY 

59.  CE 

LINDSAY 

60.  CE 

LINDSAY 

61.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

62.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

63.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

64.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

65.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

66.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

67.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

68.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

69.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

70.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

71.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

72.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

73.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

74.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

75.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

76.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

77.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

78.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

79.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

80.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

81.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

82.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

83.  CE 

OSHAWA 

84.  CE 

OSHAWA 

85.  CE 

OSHAWA 

86.  CE 

OSHAWA 

87.  CE 

OSHAWA 

88.  CE 

OSHAWA 

89.  CE 

OSHAWA 

90.  CE 

OSHAWA 

91.  CE 

OSHAWA 

92.  CE 

OSHAWA 

93.  CE 

OSHAWA 

94.  CE 

OSHAWA 

95.  CE 

OSHAWA 

96.  CE 

OSHAWA 

97.  CE 

OSHAWA 

98.  CE 

OSHAWA 

CHARGE  TYPE 


SEXUAL  ASSAULT 
SEXUAL  OFFENCES 
FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 
THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  S1000 
FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 
NUISANCE  OFFENCES 
BREAK  &  ENTER 
FIREARMS  OFFENCES 
DRUG  POSSESSION 
DRUG  TRAFFICKING 
UNKNOWN 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 
BREACH  OF  COURT 
GAMING/BETTING  OFFENCES 
OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 
PROSTITUTION 
DRIVING  OFFENCES 
IMPAIRED 
ASSAULT 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  S1000 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  S1000 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

CONSPIRACY 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

UNKNOWN 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

CRIMINAL  NEGLIGENCE 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

IMPAIRED 

ASSAULT 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 
SEXUAL  ASSAULT 
SEXUAL  OFFENCES 
FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 
THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  S1000 
THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  S1000 
FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 
NUISANCE  OFFENCES 
CONSPIRACY 


TOTAL  TO  DATE  TOTAL  TO  DATE 
STAYED/DISMISSED  WITHDRAWN 


PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

0 

4 

0 

0 

0 

4 

0 

0 

0 

4 

0 

0 

4 

4 

6 

0 

6 

2 

3 

1 

2 

3 

7 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

2 

2 

0 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

68 

7 

51 

0 

174 

11 

244 

0 

40 

0 

19 

0 

27 

10 

2 

0 

6 

0 

11 

0 

80 

27 

31 

0 

1218 

27 

502 

4 

241 

34 

103 

0 

52 

42 

11 

2 

9 

5 

0 

0 

12 

6 

8 

0 

1 

2 

0 

0 

601 

39 

872 

0 

24 

22 

9 

0 

201 

14 

168 

1 

253 

33 

194 

0 

4 

0 

0 

0 

134 

25 

40 

0 

72 

30 

30 

2 

178 

9 

154 

0 

45 

9 

17 

0 

94 

2 

1 

0 

81 

2 

196 

0 

230 

4 

548 

0 

12 

5 

7 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

53 

8 

104 

0 

596 

21 

1349 

0 

208 

25 

423 

0 

27 

15 

17 

0 

16 

10 

1 

0 

26 

2 

24 

0 

3 

1 

1 

0 

271 

7 

819 

0 

30 

8 

30 

0 

75 

18 

276 

0 

220 

11 

518 

0 

1 

0 

3 

0 

RPT3-2 


CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

CHARGE  TYPE 

TOTAL  TO  DATE 

STAYED/DISMISSED 

PROV  GEN 

TOTAL  TO  DATE 

WITHDRAWN 

PROV  GEN 

99.  CE 

OSHAWA 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

64 

6 

97 

0 

100.  CE 

OSHAWA 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

46 

21 

81 

0 

101.  CE 

OSHAUA 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

75 

8 

214 

0 

102.  CE 

OSHAWA 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

8 

6 

27 

0 

103.  CE 

OSHAWA 

UNKNOWN 

173 

0 

3 

0 

104.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

IMPAIRED 

0 

0 

0 

0 

105.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

2 

0 

0 

0 

106.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

107.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

108.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

109.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

1 

0 

110.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

0 

0 

0 

0 

111.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

112.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

2 

0 

10 

0 

113.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

10 

0 

22 

1 

114.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

2 

0 

115.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

8 

0 

116.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

IMPAIRED 

23 

0 

22 

0 

117.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

ASSAULT 

4 

0 

28 

0 

118.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

2 

0 

6 

0 

119.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

1 

0 

3 

0 

120.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

5 

0 

121.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 

0 

0 

1 

0 

122.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

8 

0 

92 

7 

123.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

0 

0 

43 

0 

124.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

7 

0 

24 

3 

125.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

12 

0 

33 

0 

126.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

0 

0 

5 

0 

127.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

4 

0 

128.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

1 

0 

0 

0 

129.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

130.  CS 

CAYUGA 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

0 

1 

0 

0 

131.  CS 

CAYUGA 

IMPAIRED 

0 

2 

0 

0 

132.  CS 

CAYUGA 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

0 

1 

0 

0 

133.  CS 

CAYUGA 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

134.  CS 

HAMILTON 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

1 

8 

0 

0 

135.  CS 

HAMILTON 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

2 

0 

0 

0 

136.  CS 

HAMILTON 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

0 

1 

0 

0 

137.  CS 

HAMILTON 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

1 

0 

138.  CS 

HAMILTON 

IMPAIRED 

12 

0 

4 

0 

139.  CS 

HAMILTON 

ASSAULT  * 

2 

0 

0 

0 

140.  CS 

HAMILTON 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

0 

1 

0 

0 

141.  CS 

HAMILTON 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

0 

1 

0 

0 

142.  CS 

HAMILTON 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

16 

0 

2 

0 

143.  CS 

HAMILTON 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

7 

0 

1 

0 

144.  CS 

HAMILTON 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

0 

0 

2 

0 

145.  CS 

HAMILTON 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

146.  CS 

HAMILTON 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

0 

0 

0 

0 

RPT3-3 


CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

CHARGE  TYPE 

TOTAL  TO  DATE 

STAYED/DISMISSED 

PROV  GEN 

TOTAL  TO  DATE 

WITHDRAWN 

PROV  GEN 

147.  CS 

HAMILTON 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

1 

0 

148.  CS 

HAMILTON 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

149.  CS 

KITCHENER 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

10 

0 

18 

0 

150.  CS 

KITCHENER 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

59 

0 

116 

0 

151.  CS 

KITCHENER 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

6 

0 

4 

0 

152.  CS 

KITCHENER 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

5 

1 

7 

0 

153.  CS 

KITCHENER 

IMPAIRED 

117 

2 

152 

0 

154.  CS 

KITCHENER 

ASSAULT 

58 

0 

83 

0 

155.  CS 

KITCHENER 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

10 

0 

5 

0 

156.  CS 

KITCHENER 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

3 

0 

2 

0 

157.  CS 

KITCHENER 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

5 

0 

6 

0 

158.  CS 

KITCHENER 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

88 

0 

86 

0 

159.  CS 

KITCHENER 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

38 

0 

29 

0 

160.  CS 

KITCHENER 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

23 

0 

77 

0 

161.  CS 

KITCHENER 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

41 

0 

64 

0 

162.  CS 

KITCHENER 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

18 

3 

11 

0 

163.  CS 

KITCHENER 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

4 

0 

2 

0 

164.  CS 

KITCHENER 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

11 

0 

21 

0 

165.  CS 

KITCHENER 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

3 

1 

2 

0 

166.  CS 

KITCHENER 

UNKNOWN 

3 

0 

2 

0 

167.  CS 

NIAGARA  FALLS 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

168.  CS 

SIMCOE 

IMPAIRED 

2 

0 

2 

0 

169.  CS 

S1MCOE 

ASSAULT 

1 

0 

0 

0 

170.  CS 

SIMCOE 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

171.  CS 

SIMCOE 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

172.  CS 

SIMCOE 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

173.  CS 

ST  CATHARINES 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

0 

1 

0 

0 

174.  CS 

ST  CATHARINES 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

175.  CS 

ST  CATHARINES 

IMPAIRED 

7 

0 

0 

0 

176.  CS 

ST  CATHARINES 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

0 

1 

0 

0 

177.  CS 

ST  CATHARINES 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

178.  CS 

WELLAND 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

179.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

195 

26 

90 

0 

180.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

385 

34 

407 

0 

181.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

GAMING/BETTING  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

2 

0 

182.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

46 

26 

7 

0 

183.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

244 

56 

48 

0 

184.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

IMPAIRED 

1736 

109 

319 

0 

185.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

ASSAULT 

687 

75 

412 

11 

186.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

135 

82 

25 

1 

187.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

43 

66 

1 

0 

188.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

66 

34 

7 

0 

189.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 

7 

2 

1 

0 

190.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

647 

65 

590 

0 

191.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

80 

56 

27 

0 

192.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

309 

101 

207 

2 

193.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

412 

76 

292 

2 

194.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

CONSPIRACY 

20 

8 

4 

0 

RPT3-4 


' 


' 

CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  9/91 


TOTAL  TO  DATE  TOTAL  TO  DATE 
STAYED/DISMISSED  WITHDRAWN 

REGION  LOCATION  CHARGE  TYPE  PROV  GEN  PROV  GEN 


195.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

196.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

197.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

198.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

199.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

200.  CW 

GUELPH 

201.  CW 

GUELPH 

202.  CW 

GUELPH 

203.  CW 

GUELPH 

204.  CW 

GUELPH 

205.  CW 

GUELPH 

206.  CW 

GUELPH 

207.  CW 

GUELPH 

208.  CW 

GUELPH 

209.  CW 

GUELPH 

210.  CW 

GUELPH 

211.  CW 

GUELPH 

212.  CW 

GUELPH 

213.  CW 

GUELPH 

214.  CW 

GUELPH 

215.  CW 

GUELPH 

216.  CW 

GUELPH 

217.  CW 

GUELPH 

218.  CW 

GUELPH 

219.  CW 

MILTON 

220.  CW 

MILTON 

221.  CW 

MILTON 

222.  CW 

MILTON 

223.  CW 

MILTON 

224.  CW 

MILTON 

225.  CW 

MILTON 

226.  CW 

MILTON 

227.  CW 

MILTON 

228.  CW 

MILTON 

229.  CW 

MILTON 

230.  CW 

MILTON 

231.  CW 

MILTON 

232.  CW 

MILTON 

233.  CW 

MILTON 

234.  CW 

MILTON 

235.  CW 

MILTON 

236.  CW 

MILTON 

237.  CW 

MILTON 

238.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

239.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

240.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

241.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

242.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

243.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

BREAK  &  ENTER 
FIREARMS  OFFENCES 
DRUG  POSSESSION 
DRUG  TRAFFICKING 
UNKNOWN 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

IMPAIRED 

ASSAULT 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

CONSPIRACY 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

UNKNOWN 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

IMPAIRED 

ASSAULT 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 
SEXUAL  ASSAULT 
SEXUAL  OFFENCES 
FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 
THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 
THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 
FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 
NUISANCE  OFFENCES 
BREAK  &  ENTER 
FIREARMS  OFFENCES 
DRUG  POSSESSION 
DRUG  TRAFFICKING 
UNKNOWN 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

IMPAIRED 

ASSAULT 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 


169 

55 

59  * 

0 

175 

74 

49 

0 

162 

15 

34 

0 

19 

78 

4 

1 

82 

7 

36 

0 

18 

0 

15 

0 

12 

0 

40 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

7 

0 

4 

0 

132 

0 

120 

0 

29 

0 

35 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4 

0 

0 

0 

34 

0 

81 

0 

3 

2 

3 

0 

11 

0 

20 

0 

20 

0 

33 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12 

2 

11 

0 

7 

0 

4 

0 

15 

0 

23 

0 

5 

0 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

11 

0 

8 

0 

69 

1 

188 

0 

6 

0 

1 

0 

27 

6 

9 

0 

278 

5 

235 

0 

78 

1 

71 

0 

10 

1 

6 

0 

2 

2 

0 

0 

2 

2 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

88 

2 

141 

0 

16 

3 

2 

0 

27 

6 

78 

1 

40 

0 

60 

0 

29 

0 

7 

0 

16 

3 

1 

0 

4 

1 

2 

0 

2 

2 

0 

0 

19 

0 

0 

0 

5 

0 

0 

0 

25 

0 

1 

0 

3 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 
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CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  9/91 


TOTAL  TO  DATE  TOTAL  TO  DATE 
STAYED/DISMISSED  WITHDRAWN 


REGION 

LOCATION 

CHARGE  TYPE 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

244.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

1 

0 

0 

0 

245.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

2 

1 

0 

0 

246.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

247.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

5 

0 

0 

0 

248.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

UNKNOWN 

3 

O 

0 

0 

249.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

3 

0 

0 

0 

250.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

8 

0 

2 

0 

251.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

252.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

IMPAIRED 

30 

2 

13 

0 

253.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

ASSAULT 

4 

0 

6 

0 

254.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

3 

0 

0 

0 

255.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

3 

1 

0 

0 

256.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

11 

1 

0 

0 

257.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

5 

0 

5 

0 

258.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

0 

2 

1 

0 

259.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

6 

0 

2 

0 

260.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

8 

0 

0 

0 

261.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

2 

0 

0 

0 

262.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

2 

0 

0 

0 

263.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

2 

0 

0 

0 

264.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

2 

0 

0 

0 

265.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

UNKNOWN 

1 

0 

0 

0 

266.  CW 

UALKERTON 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

0 

0 

0 

0 

267.  CW 

UALKERTON 

IMPAIRED 

0 

0 

0 

0 

268.  CW 

UALKERTON 

ASSAULT 

1 

0 

0 

0 

269.  CW 

UALKERTON 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

270.  CW 

WALKERTON 

theft  &  poss.  Over  $1000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

271.  CW 

WALKERTON 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

272.  CW 

WALKERTON 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

0 

0 

0 

0 

273.  CW 

WALKERTON 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

0 

0 

3 

0 

274.  CW 

UALKERTON 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

275.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

1 

0 

2 

0 

276.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

3 

0 

4 

0 

277.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

1 

0 

278.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

IMPAIRED 

58 

2 

47 

0 

279.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

ASSAULT 

13 

0 

4 

0 

280.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

0 

2 

0 

0 

281.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

1 

2 

1 

0 

282.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

16 

1 

23 

0 

283.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

284.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

39 

25 

6 

1 

285.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

. 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

44 

1 

6 

0 

286.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

0 

0 

3 

0 

287.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

6 

1 

0 

0 

288.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

16 

2 

0 

0 

289.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

3 

10 

2 

0 

290.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

UNKNOWN 

6 

0 

0 

0 

291.  E 

BROCKVILLE 

ASSAULT 

2 

0 

0 

0 
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CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAW  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  9/91 


TOTAL  TO  DATE  TOTAL  TO  DATE 
STAYED/DISMISSED  WITHDRAWN 


REGION 

LOCATION 

CHARGE  TYPE 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

292.  E 

BROCKVILLE 

UNKNOWN 

1 

O 

0 

0 

293.  E 

CORNWALL 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

2 

0 

0 

0 

294.  E 

CORNWALL 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

2 

1 

3 

0 

295.  E 

CORNWALL 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

4 

0 

296.  E 

CORNWALL 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

3 

0 

0 

0 

297.  E 

CORNWALL 

IMPAIRED 

40 

0 

5 

0 

298.  E 

CORNWALL 

ASSAULT 

5 

0 

0 

0 

299.  E 

CORNWALL 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

1 

0 

0 

0 

300.  E 

CORNWALL 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

0 

0 

1 

0 

301.  E 

CORNWALL 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

2 

2 

6 

0 

302.  E 

CORNWALL 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  S1000 

4 

0 

0 

0 

303.  E 

CORNWALL 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

0 

0 

1 

0 

304.  E 

CORNWALL 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

3 

0 

0 

0 

305.  E 

CORNWALL 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

3 

0 

0 

0 

306.  E 

CORNWALL 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

6 

0 

13 

0 

307.  E 

CORNWALL 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

1 

0 

1 

9 

308.  E 

CORNWALL 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

309.  E 

KINGSTON 

IMPAIRED 

2 

0 

0 

0 

310.  E 

KINGSTON 

ASSAULT 

0 

2 

0 

0 

311.  E 

KINGSTON 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

0 

1 

O 

0 

312.  E 

KINGSTON 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

313.  E 

KINGSTON 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

0 

1 

0 

0 

314.  E 

KINGSTON 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

1 

0 

0 

0 

315.  E 

KINGSTON 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

316.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

2 

0 

0 

0 

317.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

8 

0 

2 

0 

318.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

gaming/betting'offences 

3 

0 

0 

0 

319.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

320.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

PROSTITUTION 

4 

0 

0 

0 

321.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

2 

0 

0 

0 

322.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

IMPAIRED 

31 

0 

1 

0 

323.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

ASSAULT 

6 

0 

0 

0 

324.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

1 

0 

0 

0 

325.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

4 

0 

0 

0 

326.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  S1000 

8 

0 

2 

0 

327.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

328.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

0 

0 

7 

0 

329.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

5 

0 

0 

0 

330.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

3 

0 

0 

0 

331.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

2 

0 

0 

0 

332.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

1 

1 

0 

0 

333.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

0 

1 

0 

0 

334.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

- 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

335.  E 

NAPANEE 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

336.  E 

NAPANEE 

ASSAULT 

2 

0 

0 

0 

337.  E 

NAPANEE 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

338.  E 

NAPANEE 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

339.  E 

OTTAWA 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

19 

0 

65 

0 

340.  E 

OTTAWA 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

48 

1 

281 

1 
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CHARGES  STAYED/D  ISM  I SSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  9/91 


TOTAL  TO  DATE  TOTAL  TO  DATE 
STAYED/DISMISSED  WITHDRAWN 


REGION 

LOCATION 

CHARGE  TYPE 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

341.  E 

OTTAWA 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

9 

2 

14 

0 

342.  E 

OTTAWA 

PROSTITUTION 

3 

0 

81 

0 

343.  E 

OTTAWA 

CRIMINAL  NEGLIGENCE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

344.  E 

OTTAWA 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

14 

4 

22 

0 

345.  E 

OTTAWA 

IMPAIRED 

273 

0 

570 

4 

346.  E 

OTTAWA 

ASSAULT 

55 

6 

134 

2 

347.  E 

OTTAWA 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

19 

2 

15 

0 

348.  E 

OTTAWA 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

9 

5 

9 

0 

349.  E 

OTTAWA 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

3 

1 

5 

0 

350.  E 

OTTAWA 

FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 

2 

3 

2 

0 

351.  E 

OTTAWA 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

54 

2 

337 

2 

352.  E 

OTTAWA 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

14 

0 

36 

1 

353.  E 

OTTAWA 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

46 

8 

136 

0 

354.  E 

OTTAWA 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

19 

1 

132 

0 

355.  E 

OTTAWA 

CONSPIRACY 

3 

1 

0 

0 

356.  E 

OTTAWA 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

34 

1 

27 

0 

357.  E 

OTTAWA 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

27 

2 

39 

0 

358.  E 

OTTAWA 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

24 

0 

16 

0 

359.  E 

OTTAWA 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

20 

7 

6 

0 

360.  E 

OTTAWA 

UNKNOWN 

6 

0 

0 

0 

361.  E 

PEMBROKE 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

4 

0 

0 

0 

362.  E 

PEMBROKE 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

3 

0 

0 

0 

363.  E 

PEMBROKE 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

2 

1 

0 

0 

364.  E 

PEMBROKE 

IMPAIRED 

15 

2 

2 

2 

365.  E 

PEMBROKE 

ASSAULT 

6 

1 

0 

0 

366.  E 

PEMBROKE 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

2 

1 

0 

0 

367.  E 

PEMBROKE 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT* 

1 

4 

0 

0 

368.  E 

PEMBROKE 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

0 

2 

0 

0 

369.  E 

PEMBROKE 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

4 

1 

0 

0 

370.  E 

PEMBROKE 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

371.  E 

PEMBROKE 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

5 

0 

0 

0 

372.  E 

PEMBROKE 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

2 

4 

0 

0 

373.  E 

PEMBROKE 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

2 

4 

0 

0 

374.  E 

PEMBROKE 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

0 

1 

0 

0 

375.  E 

PEMBROKE 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

376.  E 

PERTH 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

377.  E 

P1CTON 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

0 

1 

0 

0 

378.  E 

PICTON 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

1 

0 

0 

0 

379.  E 

PICTON 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

3 

0 

0 

0 

380.  E 

PICTON 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

381.  E 

PICTON 

IMPAIRED 

10 

0 

0 

0 

382.  E 

PICTON 

ASSAULT 

2 

2 

0 

0 

383.  E 

PICTON 

- 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

0 

1 

0 

0 

384.  E 

PICTON 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

0 

0 

0 

0 

385.  E 

PICTON 

UNKNOWN 

1 

0 

0 

0 

386.  E 

SMITHS  FALLS 

IMPAIRED 

5 

0 

1 

0 

387.  E 

SMITHS  FALLS 

ASSAULT 

0 

0 

1 

0 

388.  E 

SMITHS  FALLS 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

2 

0 

0 

0 

389.  E 

SMITHS  FALLS 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  9/91 


TOTAL  TO  DATE  TOTAL  TO  DATE 
STAYED/DISMISSED  WITHDRAWN 


REGION 

LOCATION 

CHARGE  TYPE 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

390.  E 

SMITHS  FALLS 

UNKNOWN 

0 

O 

0 

O 

391.  NE 

COCHRANE 

ASSAULT 

0 

O 

0 

0 

392.  NE 

COCHRANE 

UNKNOWN 

0 

O 

0 

O 

393.  NE 

ELLIOT  LAKE 

IMPAIRED 

4 

0 

0 

0 

394.  NE 

ELLIOT  LAKE 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

395.  NE 

ESPANOLA 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

396.  NE 

GORE  BAY 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

397.  NE 

HAILEYBURY 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

398.  NE 

KIRKLAND  LAKE 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

399.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

0 

0 

0 

0 

400.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

401.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

IMPAIRED 

1 

0 

0 

0 

402.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

ASSAULT 

0 

3 

0 

0 

403.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

0 

2 

0 

0 

404.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

0 

3 

0 

0 

o 

v/l 

ac 

m 

NORTH  BAY 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

0 

2 

0 

0 

406.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

0 

2 

0 

0 

407.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

408.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

409.  NE 

PARRY  SOUND 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

410.  NE 

PARRY  SOUND 

IMPAIRED 

5 

0 

0 

0 

411.  NE 

PARRY  SOUND 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

412.  NE 

PARRY  SOUND 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

413.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

5 

0 

0 

0 

414.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

0 

5 

2 

0 

415.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

0 

2 

0 

0 

416.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

417.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

IMPAIRED 

15 

2 

4 

0 

418.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

ASSAULT 

18 

22 

0 

2 

419.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

1 

0 

0 

0 

420.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

0 

1 

0 

0 

421.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

0 

2 

0 

0 

422.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 

0 

2 

0 

0 

423.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

2 

2 

4 

1 

424.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

0 

2 

0 

1 

425.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

3 

19 

0 

2 

426.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

0 

10 

8 

2 

427.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

0 

4 

0 

0 

428.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

0 

10 

0 

0 

429.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

430.  NE 

SUDBURY 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

4 

0 

0 

0 

431.  NE 

SUDBURY 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

4 

0 

0 

0 

432.  NE 

SUDBURY 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

433.  NE 

SUDBURY 

IMPAIRED 

5 

0 

2 

0 

434.  NE 

SUDBURY 

ASSAULT 

1 

0 

0 

0 

435.  NE 

SUDBURY 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

1 

1 

0 

0 

436.  NE 

SUDBURY 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

0 

1 

0 

0 

437.  NE 

SUDBURY 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

1 

0 

0 

0 
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CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  9/91 


TOTAL  TO  DATE  TOTAL  TO  DATE 
STAYED/DISMISSED  WITHDRAWN 


REGION 

LOCATION 

CHARGE  TYPE 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

438.  NE 

SUDBURY 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

2 

0 

0 

0 

439.  NE 

SUDBURY 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

0 

0 

0 

0 

440.  NE 

SUDBURY 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

441.  NE 

TEMISKAMING 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

1 

0 

442.  NE 

TEMI SKAMING 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

443.  NE 

TIMMINS 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

444.  NW 

DRYDEN 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

445.  NW 

FORT  FRANCES 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

446.  NW 

KENORA 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

447.  NW 

RAINY  RIVER 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

448.  NW 

RAINY  RIVER 

IMPAIRED 

3 

0 

0 

0 

449.  NW 

RAINY  RIVER 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

450.  NW 

RAINY  RIVER 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

451.  NW 

THUNDER  BAY 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

452.  SW 

CHATHAM 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

0 

0 

0 

0 

453.  SW 

CHATHAM 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

2 

0 

0 

0 

454.  SW 

CHATHAM 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

6 

0 

0 

0 

455.  SW 

CHATHAM 

IMPAIRED 

5 

0 

0 

0 

456.  SW 

CHATHAM 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

1 

0 

0 

0 

457.  SW 

CHATHAM 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

0 

0 

0 

0 

458.  SW 

CHATHAM 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

459.  SW 

GODERICH 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

0 

0 

0 

0 

460.  SW 

GODERICH 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

461.  SW 

GODERICH 

IMPAIRED 

2 

0 

0 

0 

462.  SW 

GODERICH 

ASSAULT 

0 

0 

0 

0 

463.  SW 

GODERICH 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

0 

0 

0 

0 

464.  SW 

GODERICH 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

465.  SW 

GODERICH 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

466.  SW 

GODERICH 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

467.  SW 

GODERICH 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

0 

0 

0 

0 

468.  SW 

GODERICH 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

0 

0 

0 

0 

469.  SW 

GODERICH 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

470.  SW 

LONDON 

IMPAIRED 

2 

0 

0 

0 

471.  SW 

LONDON 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

472.  SW 

SARNIA 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

6 

0 

7 

0 

473.  SW 

SARNIA 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

6 

0 

18 

0 

474.  SW 

SARNIA 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

1 

0 

475.  SW 

SARNIA 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

2 

0 

476.  SW 

SARNIA 

IMPAIRED 

18 

0 

80 

0 

477.  SW 

SARNIA 

ASSAULT 

11 

0 

9 

0 

478.  SW 

SARNIA 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

1 

0 

1 

0 

479.  SW 

SARNIA 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

0 

0 

1 

0 

480.  SW 

SARNIA 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

481.  SW 

SARNIA 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

1 

0 

9 

0 

482.  SW 

SARNIA 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

0 

0 

8 

0 

483.  SW 

SARNIA 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

5 

0 

3 

0 

484.  SW 

SARNIA 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

5 

0 

9 

0 

RPT3-10 


CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  9/91 


TOTAL  TO  DATE  TOTAL  TO  DATE 
STAYED/DISMISSED  WITHDRAWN 


REGION 

LOCATION 

CHARGE  TYPE 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

485.  SW 

SARNIA 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

2 

0 

5 

0 

486.  SW 

SARNIA 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

2 

0 

487.  SW 

SARNIA 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

3 

0 

0 

0 

488.  SW 

SARNIA 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

489.  SW 

ST  THOMAS 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

1 

0 

0 

0 

490.  SW 

ST  THOMAS 

IMPAIRED 

0 

0 

0 

0 

491.  SW 

ST  THOMAS 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

0 

1 

0 

0 

492.  SW 

ST  THOMAS 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

493.  SW 

ST  THOMAS 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

0 

1 

0 

0 

494.  SW 

ST  THOMAS 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

495.  SW 

STRATFORD 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

4 

0 

12 

0 

496.  SW 

STRATFORD 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

14 

0 

15 

0 

497.  SW 

STRATFORD 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

1 

0 

498.  SW 

STRATFORD 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

0 

0 

2 

0 

499.  SW 

STRATFORD 

IMPAIRED 

63 

1 

52 

1 

500.  SW 

STRATFORD 

ASSAULT 

10 

2 

15 

0 

501.  SW 

STRATFORD 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

4 

0 

2 

0 

502.  SW 

STRATFORD 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

4 

0 

0 

0 

503.  SW 

STRATFORD 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

5 

0 

4 

0 

504.  SW 

STRATFORD 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  S1000 

16 

0 

4 

0 

505.  SW 

STRATFORD 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  S1000 

0 

1 

3 

0 

506.  SW 

STRATFORD 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

21 

0 

2 

0 

507.  SW 

STRATFORD 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

4 

2 

16 

0 

508.  SW 

STRATFORD 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

0 

1 

1 

0 

509.  SW 

STRATFORD 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

3 

0 

1 

0 

510.  SW 

STRATFORD 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

1 

0 

0 

0 

511.  SW 

STRATFORD 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

2 

0 

0 

0 

512.  SW 

STRATFORD 

UNKNOUN 

5 

3 

0 

0 

513.  SW 

WINDSOR 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

0 

0 

0 

0 

514.  SW 

WINDSOR 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

515.  SW 

WINDSOR 

IMPAIRED 

4 

0 

0 

0 

516.  SW 

WINDSOR 

ASSAULT 

1 

0 

0 

0 

517.  SW 

WINDSOR 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

0 

2 

0 

0 

518.  SW 

WINDSOR 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

1 

0 

0 

0 

519.  SW 

WINDSOR 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

520.  SW 

WINDSOR 

FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 

0 

0 

0 

0 

521.  SW 

WINDSOR 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  S1000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

522.  SW 

WINDSOR 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

523.  SW 

WINDSOR 

CONSPIRACY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

524.  SW 

WINDSOR 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

0 

3 

0 

0 

525.  SW 

WINDSOR 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

526.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

1 

0 

0 

0 

527.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

- 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

0 

0 

3 

0 

528.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

IMPAIRED 

12 

0 

2 

0 

529.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

ASSAULT 

2 

0 

2 

0 

530.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

1 

0 

0 

0 

531.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

0 

0 

0 

0 

532.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

533.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  S1000 

3 

0 

4 

0 

RPT3-11 


CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  9/91 


TOTAL  TO  DATE 
STAYED/DISMISSED 


TOTAL  TO  DATE 
WITHDRAWN 


REGION 

LOCATION 

CHARGE  TYPE 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

534.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  SI 000 

1 

0 

0 

0 

535.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

536.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

1 

0 

3 

0 

537.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

0 

0 

2 

0 

538.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

0 

0 

0 

0 

539.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

0 

0 

0 

0 

540.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

UNKNOWN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

541.  TO 

METRO  CEMTRAL 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

6 

0 

0 

0 

542.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

7 

7 

1 

0 

543.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

23 

2 

10 

0 

544.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

GAMING/BETTING  OFFENCES 

5 

0 

0 

0 

545.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

4 

7 

0 

0 

546.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

0 

7 

0 

0 

547.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

IMPAIRED 

9 

3 

0 

0 

548.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

ASSAULT 

28 

23 

1 

1 

549.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

21 

17 

0 

1 

550.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

1 

8 

0 

0 

551.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

4 

10 

0 

0 

552.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 

0 

0 

0 

0 

553.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

80 

13 

4 

2 

554.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

14 

5 

0 

1 

555.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

29 

13 

2 

0 

556.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

24 

12 

2 

0 

557.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

CONSPIRACY 

0 

6 

1 

0 

558.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

70 

6 

3 

3 

559.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

13 

12 

0 

0 

560.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

24 

67 

0 

2 

561.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

19 

95 

0 

1 

562.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

UNKNOWN 

15 

17 

0 

0 

563.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

86 

0 

7 

0 

564.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

130 

0 

50 

0 

565.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

6 

0 

1 

0 

566.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

PROSTITUTION 

3 

0 

0 

0 

567.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

64 

0 

14 

0 

568.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

IMPAIRED 

486 

0 

47 

0 

569.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

ASSAULT 

292 

0 

109 

0 

570.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

87 

0 

3 

0 

571.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

9 

0 

0 

0 

572.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

57 

0 

3 

0 

573.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

300 

0 

110 

0 

574.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

86 

0 

14 

0 

575.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

- 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

82 

0 

16 

0 

576.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

156 

0 

24 

0 

577.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

122 

0 

3 

0 

578.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

73 

0 

2 

0 

579.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

6 

0 

0 

0 

580.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

UNKNOWN 

51 

0 

0 

0 

581.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

41 

0 

103 

0 

RPT3-12 


CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

CHARGE  TYPE 

TOTAL  TO  DATE 

STAYED/DISMISSED 

PROV  GEN 

TOTAL  TO  DATE 

WITHDRAWN 

PROV  GEN 

582.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

69 

0 

238  * 

0 

583.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

4 

0 

7 

0 

584.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

PROSTITUTION 

6 

0 

20 

0 

585.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

31 

0 

115 

0 

586.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

IMPAIRED 

360 

0 

487 

0 

587.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

ASSAULT 

173 

0 

213 

0 

588.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

65 

0 

29 

0 

589.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

17 

0 

1 

0 

590.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

14 

0 

3 

0 

591.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 

5 

0 

0 

0 

592.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

THEFT  £  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

151 

0 

538 

0 

593.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

THEFT  £  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

31 

0 

20 

0 

594.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

168 

0 

260 

0 

595.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

89 

0 

186 

0 

596.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

BREAK  £  ENTER 

58 

0 

32 

0 

597.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

36 

0 

65 

0 

598.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

UNKNOWN 

8 

0 

215 

0 

599.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

130 

0 

130 

0 

600.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

234 

0 

392 

0 

601.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

21 

0 

14 

0 

602.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

PROSTITUTION 

18 

0 

51 

0 

603.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

93 

0 

111 

0 

604.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

IMPAIRED 

1008 

0 

991 

0 

605.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

ASSAULT 

434 

0 

538 

0 

606.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

79 

0 

34 

0 

607.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

40 

0 

10 

0 

608.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

46 

0 

3 

0 

609.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 

4 

0 

0 

0 

610.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

THEFT  £  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

311 

0 

766 

0 

611.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

THEFT  £  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

110 

0 

41 

0 

612.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

184 

0 

452 

0 

613.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

232 

0 

398 

0 

614.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

CONSPIRACY 

0 

0 

1 

0 

615.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

BREAK  £  ENTER 

73 

0 

81 

0 

616.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

91 

0 

78 

0 

617.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

UNKNOWN 

51 

0 

2 

0 

TOTALS  : 

23343 

2333 

22031 

92 

RPT3-13 

NOTE  :  Tracking  of  CHARGES  WITHDRAWN  commenced  on  Novemeber  19,  1990. 


CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  OR  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  BY  CHARGE  TYPE  FROM  Oct  22/90  TO  Sep  9/91 


TOTAL  TO  DATE  TOTAL  TO  DATE 

STAYED/DISMISSED  WITHDRAWN  GRAND  TOTAL 


CHARGE  TYPE 

PROV 

GEN 

PROV 

GEN 

TO  DATE 

1.  ADMINISTRATION  OF  LAW 

742 

56 

721 

1 

1520 

2.  BREACH  OF  COURT 

1579 

59 

2654 

2 

4294 

3.  GAMING/BETTING  OFFENCES 

49 

0 

21 

O 

70 

4.  OTHER  CRIMINAL  OFFENCES 

153 

59 

68 

O 

280 

5.  PROSTITUTION 

40 

0 

163 

0 

203 

6.  CRIMINAL  NEGLIGENCE 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

7.  DRIVING  OFFENCES 

681 

122 

485 

0 

1288 

8.  IMPAIRED 

7581 

206 

5144 

14 

12945 

9.  ASSAULT 

2462 

202 

2235 

16 

4915 

10.  EXTREME  ASSAULT 

529 

171 

161 

5 

866 

11.  SEXUAL  ASSAULT 

169 

113 

31 

0 

313 

12.  SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

274 

79 

75 

1 

429 

13.  FORCIBLE  CONFINEMENT 

33 

15 

5 

0 

53 

14.  THEFT  £  POSS.  UNDER  $1000 

2766 

146 

4556 

12 

7480 

15.  THEFT  £  POSS.  OVER  $1000 

465 

103 

272 

3 

843 

16.  FRAUDULENT  TRANSACTIONS 

1351 

195 

1762 

9 

3317 

17.  NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

1678 

165 

2069 

8 

3920 

18.  CONSPIRACY 

28 

15 

.9 

0 

52 

19.  BREAK  £  ENTER 

821 

113 

403 

5 

1342 

20.  FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

596 

160 

361 

3 

1120 

21.  DRUG  POSSESSION 

573 

113 

504 

2 

1192 

22.  DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

147 

212 

73 

11 

443 

23.  UNKNOUN 

625 

29 

259 

0 

913 

TOTALS  : 

23343 

2333 

22031 

92 

47799 

RPT4-1 

NOTE  :  Tracking  of  CHARGES  WITHDRAWN  commenced  on  Novemeber  19,  1990. 


P0A1  AND  P0A3  CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FOR  Sep  9/91 


Sep  9/91  TOTAL  TO  DATE 

WEEKLY  TOTAL  Oct  22/90  -  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

POA1 

POA3 

TOTAL 

POA1 

POA3 

TOTAL 

1.  CE 

BRACEBRIDGE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2.  CE 

CQBOURG 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4 

4 

3.  CE 

LINDSAY 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

2 

4.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

0 

0 

0 

1222 

398 

1620 

5.  CE 

OSHAWA 

0 

0 

0 

52 

1 

53 

6.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

1 

7.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8.  CS 

CAYUGA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

9.  CS 

HAMILTON 

0 

0 

0 

13 

7 

20 

10.  CS 

KITCHENER 

0 

0 

0 

3 

0 

3 

11.  CS 

NIAGARA  FALLS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12.  CS 

SIMCOE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

13.  CS 

ST  CATHARINES 

0 

0 

0 

3 

0 

3 

14.  CS 

WELLAND 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

15.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

0 

0 

0 

3677 

656 

4333 

16.  CU 

GUELPH 

0 

0 

0 

1 

3 

4 

17.  CW 

MILTON 

0 

0 

0 

322 

15 

337 

18.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

19.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

0 

0 

0 

3 

1 

4 

20.  CW 

WALKERTON 

0 

0 

0 

14 

0 

14 

21.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

22.  E 

BROCKVILLE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

23.  E 

CORNWALL 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

24.  E 

KINGSTON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

25.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

0 

0 

0 

0 

32 

32 

26.  E 

NAPANEE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

27.  E 

OTTAWA 

0 

0 

0 

1 

29 

30 

28.  E 

PEMBROKE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

29.  E 

PERTH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

30.  E 

PICTON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

31.  E 

SMITHS  FALLS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

32.  NE 

COCHRANE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

33.  NE 

ELLIOT  LAKE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

34.  NE 

ESPANOLA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

35.  NE 

GORE  BAY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

36.  NE 

HAI LEYBURY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

37.  NE 

KIRKLAND  LAKE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

38.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

2 

39.  NE 

PARRY  SOUND 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

40.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

41.  NE 

SUDBURY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

42.  NE 

TEMISKAMING 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

43.  NE 

TIMMINS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

44.  NW 

DRYDEN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

RPT5-1 
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P0A1  AND  P0A3  CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FOR  Sep  9/91 


Sep  9/91  TOTAL  TO  DATE 

WEEKLY  TOTAL  Oct  22/90  •  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

POA1 

45.  NU 

FORT  FRANCES 

0 

46.  NU 

KENORA 

0 

47.  NU 

RAINY  RIVER 

0 

48.  NU 

THUNDER  BAY 

0 

49.  SU 

CHATHAM 

0 

50.  SU 

GODERICH 

0 

51.  SU 

LONDON 

0 

52.  SU 

SARNIA 

0 

53.  SU 

ST  THOMAS 

0 

54.  SU 

STRATFORD 

0 

55.  SU 

WINDSOR 

0 

56.  SU 

WOODSTOCK 

0 

57.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

145 

58.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

0 

59.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

0 

60.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

306 

TOTALS  : 

451 

POA3  TOTAL  POA1  POA3  TOTAL 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

O 

0 

0 

0 

0 

23 

0 

23 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

.  o 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

1 

3 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

145 

1320 

951 

2271 

0 

0 

8374 

1888 

10262 

0 

0 

2982 

370 

3352 

1 

307 

5871 

1559 

7430 

1 

452 

23886 

5920 

29806 

RPT5-2 
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REGION 

POA1  AND  POA3  CHARGES 

WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO 

ASKOV 

DECISION 

FOR  Sep  9/91 

ATE 

p  9/91 

TOTAL 

LOCATION 

Sep  9/91 

WEEKLY  TOTAL 

POA1  POA3  TOTAL 

TOTAL 

Oct  22/90 

POA1 

TO  D 

-  Se 

POA3 

1.  CE 

BRACEBRIDGE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2.  CE 

COBOURG 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

3.  CE 

LINDSAY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

0 

0 

0 

8633 

1118 

9751 

5.  CE 

OSHAWA 

0 

0 

0 

2748 

131 

2879 

6.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

7.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8.  CS 

CAYUGA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

9.  CS 

HAMILTON 

0 

0 

0 

2 

3 

5 

10.  CS 

KITCHENER 

0 

0 

0 

3 

0 

3 

11.  CS 

NIAGARA  FALLS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12.  CS 

SIMCOE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

13.  CS 

ST  CATHARINES 

0 

0 

0 

337 

98 

435 

14.  CS 

WELLAND 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

15.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

0 

0 

0 

5614 

1587 

7201 

16.  CW 

GUELPH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

17.  CW 

MILTON 

0 

0 

0 

1620 

16 

1636 

18.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

19.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

20.  CW 

WALKERTON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

21.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

0 

0 

0 

4 

0 

4 

22.  E 

BROCKVILLE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

23.  E 

CORNWALL 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

24.  E 

KINGSTON 

0 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

25.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

26.  E 

NAPANEE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

27.  E 

OTTAWA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

28.  E 

PEMBROKE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

29.  E 

PERTH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

30.  E 

PICTON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

31.  E 

SMITHS  FALLS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

32.  NE 

COCHRANE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

33.  NE 

ELLIOT  LAKE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

34.  NE 

ESPANOLA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

35.  NE 

GORE  BAY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

36.  NE 

HAI LEYBURY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

37.  NE 

KIRKLAND  LAKE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

38.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

39.  NE 

PARRY  SOUND 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

40.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

41.  NE 

SUDBURY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

42.  NE 

TEMISKAMING 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

43.  NE 

TIMMINS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

44.  NW 

DRYDEN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

RPT5A-1 


- 

P0A1  AND  P0A3  CHARGES  UITKDRAUN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FOR  Sep  9/91 


Sep  9/91  TOTAL  TO  DATE 

WEEKLY  TOTAL  Oct  22/90  -  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

POA1 

POA3 

TOTAL 

POA1 

POA3 

TOTAL 

45.  NW 

FORT  FRANCES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

46.  NW 

KENORA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

47.  NW 

RAINY  RIVER 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

48.  NW 

THUNDER  BAY 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

49.  SW 

CHATHAM 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

50*  SW 

GODERICH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

51.  SW 

LONDON 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

52.  SW 

SARNIA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

53.  SW 

ST  THOMAS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

54.  SW 

STRATFORD 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

1 

55.  SW 

WINDSOR 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

56.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

57.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

31 

0 

31 

232 

208 

440 

58.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

0 

0 

0 

48 

3 

51 

59.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

0 

0 

0 

21 

7 

28 

60.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

0 

16 

16 

952 

434 

1386 

TOTALS  : 

31 

16 

47 

20215 

3607 

23822 

RPT5A-2 

NOTE  :  Tracking  of  CHARGES  WITHDRAWN  commenced  on  Novemeber  19,  1990. 


POA  II  CHARGES  STAYED/D  I SM I SSED  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FOR  Sep  9/91 


Sep  9/91  '  TOTAL  TO  DATE 

WEEKLY  TOTAL  Oct  22/90  -  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

FOR  POA  II 

FOR  POA  II 

1.  CE 

BRACEBR1DGE 

0 

0 

2.  CE 

COBQURG 

0 

0 

3.  CE 

LINDSAY 

0 

0 

4.  CE 

NEUMARKET 

0 

105 

5.  CE 

OSHAUA 

0 

0 

6.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

0 

0 

7.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

0 

0 

8.  CS 

CAYUGA 

0 

0 

9.  CS 

HAMILTON 

0 

0 

10.  CS 

KITCHENER 

0 

0 

11.  CS 

NIAGARA  FALLS 

0 

0 

12.  CS 

SIMCOE 

0 

0 

13.  CS 

ST  CATHARINES 

0 

0 

14.  CS 

UELLAND 

0 

0 

15.  CU 

BRAMPTON 

0 

200 

16.  CU 

GUELPH 

0 

0 

17.  CU 

MILTON 

0 

4 

18.  CU 

ORANGEVILLE 

0 

0 

19.  CU 

OWEN  SOUND 

0 

0 

20.  CU 

UALKERTON 

0 

0 

21.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

0 

0 

22.  E 

BROCKVILLE 

0 

0 

23.  E 

CORNWALL 

0 

0 

24.  E 

KINGSTON 

0 

0 

25.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

0 

0 

26.  E 

NAPANEE 

0 

0 

27.  E 

OTTAWA 

0 

0 

28.  E 

PEMBROKE 

0 

0 

29.  E 

PERTH 

0 

0 

30.  E 

PICTON 

0 

0 

31.  E 

SMITHS  FALLS 

0 

0 

32.  NE 

COCHRANE 

0 

0 

33.  NE 

ELLIOT  LAKE 

0 

0 

34.  NE 

ESPANOLA 

0 

0 

35.  NE 

GORE  BAY 

0 

0 

36.  NE 

HA1 LEYBURY 

0 

0 

37.  NE 

KIRKLAND  LAKE 

0 

0 

38.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

0 

0 

39.  NE 

PARRY  SOUND 

0 

0 

40.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

0 

0 

41.  NE 

SUDBURY 

0 

0 

42.  NE 

TEM1SKAMING 

0 

0 

43.  NE 

TIMMINS 

0 

0 

44.  NU 

DRYDEN 

0 

0 

RPT6-1 


POA  II  CHARGES  STAYED/DISMISSED  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FOR  Sep  9/91 


Sep  9/91  TOTAL  TO  DATE 

WEEKLY  TOTAL  Oct  22/90  -  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

FOR  POA  II 

FOR  POA  II 

45.  NU 

FORT  FRANCES 

0 

0 

46.  NU 

KENORA 

0 

0 

47.  NU 

RAINY  RIVER 

0 

0 

48.  NU 

THUNDER  BAY 

0 

0 

49.  SU 

CHATHAM 

0 

0 

50.  SU 

GODERICH 

0 

0 

51.  SU 

LONDON 

0 

0 

52.  SU 

SARNIA 

0 

0 

53.  SU 

ST  THOMAS 

0 

0 

54.  SU 

STRATFORD 

0 

0 

55.  SU 

WINDSOR 

0 

0 

56.  SU 

WOODSTOCK 

0 

0 

57.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

7 

533 

58.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

0 

609 

59.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

0 

87 

60.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

153 

1768 

TOTALS  : 

160 

3306 

RPT6-2 


POA  II  CHARGES  WITHDRAWN  DUE 

TO  ASKOV  DECISION 

FOR  Sep  9/91 

Sep  9/91 

TOTAL 

TO  DATE 

WEEKLY  TOTAL 

Oct  22/90 

-  Sep  9/91 

REGION 

LOCATION 

FOR  POA  II 

FOR 

POA  II 

1.  CE 

BRACEBRIDGE 

0 

0 

2.  CE 

COBOURG 

0 

0 

3.  CE 

LINDSAY 

0 

0 

4.  CE 

NEWMARKET 

0 

238 

5.  CE 

OSHAWA 

0 

260 

6.  CE 

PETERBOROUGH 

0 

1 

7.  CS 

BRANTFORD 

0 

0 

8.  CS 

CAYUGA 

0 

0 

9.  CS 

HAMILTON 

0 

0 

10.  CS 

KITCHENER 

0 

0 

11.  CS 

NIAGARA  FALLS 

0 

0 

12.  CS 

SIMCOE 

0 

0 

13.  CS 

ST  CATHARINES 

0 

5 

14.  CS 

WELLAND 

0 

0 

15.  CW 

BRAMPTON 

0 

1846 

16.  CU 

GUELPH 

0 

0 

17.  CW 

MILTON 

0 

0 

18.  CW 

ORANGEVILLE 

0 

0 

19.  CW 

OWEN  SOUND 

0 

0 

20.  CW 

WALKERTON 

0 

0 

21.  E 

BELLEVILLE 

0 

0 

22.  E 

BROCKVILLE 

0 

0 

23.  E 

CORNWALL 

.0 

0 

24.  E 

KINGSTON 

0 

0 

25.  E 

L'ORIGNAL 

0 

0 

26.  E 

NAPANEE 

0 

0 

27.  E 

OTTAWA 

0 

0 

28.  E 

PEMBROKE 

0 

0 

29.  E 

PERTH 

0 

0 

30.  E 

PICTON 

0 

0 

31.  E 

SMITHS  FALLS 

0 

0 

32.  NE 

COCHRANE 

0 

0 

33.  NE 

ELLIOT  LAKE 

0 

0 

34.  NE 

ESPANOLA 

0 

0 

35.  NE 

GORE  BAY 

0 

0 

36.  NE 

HAI LEYBURY 

0 

0 

37.  NE 

KIRKLAND  LAKE 

0 

0 

38.  NE 

NORTH  BAY 

0 

0 

39.  NE 

PARRY  SOUND 

0 

0 

40.  NE 

SAULT  STE  MARIE 

0 

0 

41.  NE 

SUDBURY 

0 

0 

42.  NE 

TEMISKAMING 

0 

0 

43.  NE 

TIMMINS 

0 

0 

44.  NW 

DRYDEN 

0 

0 

RPT6A-1 


POA  I!  CHARGES  WITHDRAWN  DUE  TO  ASKOV  DECISION  FOR  Sep  9/91 


REGION 

LOCATION 

Sep  9/91 

WEEKLY  TOTAL 

FOR  POA  II 

TOTAL  TO  DATE 

Oct  22/90  -  Sep  9/91 

FOR  POA  II 

45.  NW 

FORT  FRANCES 

0 

0 

46.  NW 

KENORA 

0 

0 

47.  NW 

RAINY  RIVER 

0 

0 

48.  NW 

THUNDER  BAY 

0 

0 

49.  SW 

CHATHAM 

0 

0 

50.  SW 

GODERICH 

0 

0 

51.  SW 

LONDON 

0 

0 

52.  SW 

SARNIA 

0 

0 

53.  SW 

ST  THOMAS 

0 

0 

54.  SW 

STRATFORD 

0 

0 

55.  SW 

WINDSOR 

0 

0 

56.  SW 

WOODSTOCK 

0 

0 

57.  TO 

METRO  CENTRAL 

0 

0 

58.  TO 

METRO  EAST 

0 

0 

59.  TO 

METRO  NORTH 

0 

270 

60.  TO 

METRO  WEST 

> 

0 

260 

TOTALS  : 

0 

2880 

RPT6A-2 

NOTE  :  Tracking  of  CHARGES  WITHDRAWN  commenced  on  Novemeber  19,  1990. 


Ontario 


Ministry  of 
the  Attorney 
General 

Minister© 
du  Procureur 
g§n£ral 


OHctottht 
Assistant  Deputy 
Attorney  General 
(Criminal  Law  Division) 

Bureau  du 
Sous-proeureur 
general  adjoint 
Pivtscn  du  droit  criminal) 


frnmAfj. 


72ffTf/ 

'k/v'v — 


720  Bay  Street  * 
Toronto.  Ontario 
MSG  2K1 

720.  rue  Bay 
Toronto  (Ontario) 
MSG  2K1 

(416)  326-2616 


MEMORAHDUM 


Fax/Teiecopieur 
(416)  326-4018 


TO:  All  Crown  Attorneys  and  Assistant  Crown  Attorneys 


FROM:  Lloyd  Budzinski 

Assistant  Deputy  Attorney  General  -  Criminal  Law  (Acting) 

\ 

RE:  ASKOV  ET  AL.  V.  THE  QUEEN 


DATE:  October  21 ,  1990. 


Accompanying  this  memorandum  is  a  strategy  plan  which  has  been 
formulated  in  order  to  respond  to  the  potential  implications  of  the 
recent  judgement  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada  in  the  decision  of 
Askov  et  al.  v.  The  Queen.  Ve  are  asking  you  to  implement  this 
plan  in  your  own  jurisdiction  as  of  Monday,  October  22,  1990. 
Would  you  please  ensure  that  all  Assistant  Crown  Attorneys  in  your 
offices  are  familiar  with  the  attached.  This  plan  has  been 
developed  as  a  result  of  input  from  the  Regional  Directors  of  Crown 
Attorneys . 

Essentially,  the  strategy  that  has  been  developed  requires 
that  all  new  charges  In  the  Provincial  Division  be  set  for  trial 
or  preliminary  hearing  within  six  months  of  the  date  the 
information  was  sworn.  In  the  General  Division  trial  dates  should 
be  set  within  6-6  months  of  the  date  of  committal.  This  is  to 
be  accomplished  by  extra-booking  existing  trial  lists  in  those 
areas  where  a  backlog  exists. 

It  is  anticipated  that  commencing  in  approximately  three 
months  time  significant  additional  resources  will  be  available  to 
alleviate  the  extra-booking  of  the  courts,  including  the  hiring 
of  new  full-time  Assistant  Crown  Attorneys. 
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In  the  meantime  Crown  Attorneys  and  Assistant  Crown  Attorneys 
are  requested  to  review  (i.e.  screen  and  vet)  all  outstanding 
charges  in  their  jurisdiction  in  order  to  identify  serious  cases 
that  should  be  brought  forward  for  earlier  disposition  in  keeping 
with  the  afore-mentioned  time  parameters.  As  veil  this  screening 
process  will  permit  charges  that  are  clearly  affected  by  the  Askov 
decision  to  be  similarily  brought  forward  in  order  that  the  Court 
may  impose  a  judicial  stay  of  proceedings,  failing  which  the  Crown 
may  withdraw  the  charges  so  affected.  It  is  recognized  that  in 
some  jurisdictions  this  review  may  require  additional  part-time 
resources.  If  this  is  the  case,  please  contact  your  local  Regional 
Director  of  Crown  Attorneys  to  arrange  such. 

In  conjunction  with  the  foregoing  initiatives,  Crowns  should 
encourage  resolution  discussions  with  defence  counsel  through  the 
utilization  of  existing  disclosure  procedures. 

At  this  time,  Crowns  should  oppose,  where  appropriate.  Charter 
applications  based  on  the  Askov  decision.  Accompanying  this 
memorandum  i6  an  information  packet  prepared  by  the  Crown  Law 
Office  which  includes  an  analysis  of  the  judgement,  it6 
implications  and  appropriate  considerations  for  Crown  counsel 
confronted  by  s.  11  (b)  applications  based  on  Askov. 

While  the  strategy  has  been  developed  to  apply  province -wide, 
it  is  evident  that  practices  vary  from  jurisdiction  to 
jurisdiction;  should  local  implementation  problems  arise  you  are 
asked  to  contact  your  local  Regional  Director  of  Crown  Attorneys 
for  guidance.  This  is  particularly  so  if  the  presiding  judicial 
officer  in  your  own  region  is  unwilling  to  set  dates  in  accordance 
with  the  foregoing. 

To  assist  in  the  implementation  of  these  strategies,  we  would 
ask  that  the  Crown  Attorney  or  a  senior  Assistant  Crown  Attorney 
in  each  region  act  as  prosecutor  in  the  Assignment  Courts  of  both 
Divisions  until  this  set  date  practice  has  been  fully  implemented. 

It  is  recognized  that  it  is  difficult  to  forecast-  the 
consequences  of  the  judgement  and  these  strategies.  As  events 
unfold,  it  may  be  necessary  to  modify  these  procedures  in  order  to 
accommodate  changing  circumstances.  As  a  result  it  is  important 
that  the  success  of  these  initiatives  be  continually  monitored. 
In  order  to  accomplish  this,  we  would  ask  that  you  regularly  Inform 
your  local  Regional  Director  of  Crown  Attorneys  of  the  impact  of 
the  judgement  and  these  strategies  in  your  own  jurisdiction. 
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In  summary,  the  strategies  encompassed  in  the  attached  are 
focussed  upon  the  following* 

(1)  the  extra -booking  of  courts  In  the  case  of  new  charges? 

(2)  the  screening  and  wetting  of  cases  to  identify: 

(a)  cases  which  because  of  their  . 
seriousness  should  be  advanced  for 
an  earlier  hearing  date?  and 

(b)  cases  which  should  be  advanced  for 
the  imposition'  of  a  judicial  stay? 

(3)  opposition  to  ••  II  (b)  motions  where 
appropriate,  and 

(4)  the  resolution  of  cases  through  existing 
disclosure  procedures. 


Ve  ask  for  your  co-operation  and  assistance  in  implementing 
these  strategies. 


V. 


Strategy  Plan 


Following  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada  in  the 
case  of  Askov  et  al  v.  The  Queen,  it  has  been  necessary  to  review 
the  implications  of  this  judgement  and  to  develop  a  strategy  to 
respond  to  its  potential  consequences.  The  following  represents 
a  general  plan  of  action  to  meet  those  potential  consequences. 
However,  it  is  recognized  that  local  practices  may  vary  and 
accordingly  you  are  requested  to  contact  your  local  Regional 
Director  of  Crown  Attorneys  to  discuss  any  local  implementation 
problems . 

It  is  evident  that  the  judgement  clearly  affects  the 
constitutionally  permissible  time  to  trial  at  the  General  Division 
level.  The  extent  to  which  it  also  affects  the  constitutionally 
permissible  time  to  trial  at  the  Provincial  Division  level  is  not 
yet  clear.  Accordingly,  while  the  following  plan  of  action  is 
designed  to  require  trials/prelim  inary  hearings  within  six  months 
of  the  sworn  date  of  the  information  in  the  Provincial  Division, 
this  should  not  be  taken  as  a  requirement  clearly  imposed  by  the 
judgement.  For  outstanding  cases  in  the  Provincial  Division, 
Crowns  should  oppose,  where  appropriate,  s.  11  (b)  applications 
^see  judgement  analysis  of  the  Crown  Law  Office). 


1.  •  SETTING  TRIAL  DATES 

PROVINCIAL  DIVISION 

-  all  new  charges  in  the  system  for  vhich  a  date  has  not 
yet  been  assigned  for  trial /preliminary  hearing  and  in  vhich 
accused  are  not  yet  prepared  to  set  a  date  may  be  adjourned  as 
usual 


-  new  charges  in  the  system  in  vhich  accused  vish  a 
trial/preliminary  hearing  date  to  be  set  should  have  such  a  date 
set  as  follows: 

(a)  unless  earlier  dates  are  ordinarily  available, 
the  date  set  should  be  no  earlier  than  January 
21,  1991;  and 

(b)  ,  the  date  set  should  be  no  later  than -6  months 
&  from  the  date  the  information  was  sworn;  nnd 

(c)  the  case  should  be  added  to  an  existing  court 
caseload  (i.e.  extra  book  the  courts) 

—  if  the  presiding  judicial  officer  is  not  prepared  to  set 
dates  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing,  you  are  requested 
to  immediately  contact  your  local  Regional  Director  of 
Crown  Attorneys  to  discuss  alternatives 


:accusfed  or  counsel  acting  on  thei*.  behalf  nay  expressly 
valve  their  rights  under  s.  11  (b)  of  the  Charter;  In  all 
these  cases  of  waiver.  Crown  counsel  should  request  that 
the  information  be  endorsed  accordingly  so  that  a  record 
jbf  the  s.  11  (b)  waiver  is  noted;  in  addition,  'the  Crown 
Ifile  should  be  so  endorsed 

notwithstanding  such  -a  proposed  waiver  Crown  counsel 
should  insist  that  dates  be  set  within  these  parameters 
in  spite  of  the  unavailability  of  defence  counsel;  this 
would  be  in  keeping  with  the  principle  enunciated  in  the 
Askov  case  that  s.  11  <b)  protects  a  societal  interest 
in  the  timely  resolution  of  cases  .{see  p.  2 4  of  the  Askov 
'  judgement  attached)  ‘  ‘ 


GENERAL  DIVISION 

-  all  new  cases  for  which  a  trial  date  should  be  set  must 
be  set  no  lateq:  than_4  r  ®  months  from  the  date  of 
committal 

-  accused  or  counsel  acting  on  their  behalf  may  expressly 
waive  their  rights  under  s.  11  (b)  of  the  Charter;  in  all 
these  cases  of  waiver.  Crown  counsel  should  request  that 
the  indictment  be  endorsed  accordingly  so  that  a- record 
of  the  s.  11  (b)  waiver  is  noted;  in  addition  the  Crown 
file  should  be  so  endorsed 

-  notwithstanding  such  a  proposed  waiver  Crown  counsel 
should  insist  that  trial  dates  be  set  within  these 
parameters  in  spite,  of  the  unavailability  of  defence 
counsel;  this  would  be  in  keeping  with  the  principle 
enunciated  in  the  Askov  case  that  s.  11  (b)  protects  a 
societal  interest  in  the  timely  resolution  of  cases  (see 
p.  24  of  the  Askov  judgement  attached) 


2.  CASES  HARKED  FOR  TRIAL  IN  EITHER  DIVISION  NITHIN  THE 

NEXT  THREE  MONTHS 

-  within  the  next  three  months  (i.e.  until  courts  start  to 
become  extra  booked)  Crown  counsel  should  oppose,  where 
appropriate,  s.  11  (b)  Charter  applications 

-  in  reviewing  cases  in  which  as.  11  (b)  application  is 
brought  Crowns  should  consider  the  reasons  for  the  delay, 
if  any,  in  deciding  whether  Askov  has  application 


a  packet  of  materials  will  be  sent  front  the  Crown  Law 
Office  outlining  appropriate  considerations  on  s.  11  (b) 
applications  based  on  the  Askov  decision 

DUTIES  OF  THE  CROWN  WITHIN  THE  NEXT  THREE  MONTHS 

the  Courts  Administration  Division  will  assist  In 
providing  list6  of  serious  cases  scheduled  for  trial  in 
the  Provincial  Division  system  fo i  most  jurisdictions 

Crowns  should  review  (i.e.  screen  and  vet)  all  such 
significant  cases  in  both  the  Provincial  Division  and 
General  Division  and  identify  those  cases  to  be  brought 
forward  for  earlier  trial  dates  that  conform  to  the  above 
parameters;  this  may  be  accomplished  by  resummonsing 
accused  for  purposes  of  obtaining  an  earlier  date  or  by 
other  appropriate  procedures 

Crowns  shall  endeavour  to  review  (i.e.  screen  and  vet) 
all  cases  and  identify  those  cases  that  are: 

(a)  unlikely  to  meet  the  time  constraints  imposed 
by  the  Askov  decision;  and 

(b)  do  not  merit  being  brought  forward  for  earlier 
trial  or  preliminary  hearing 

if  compliance  with  this  review  procedure  necessitates 
additional  part-time  resources,  please  contact  your  local 
Regional  Director  of  Crown  Attorneys 

Crowns  may  then  arrange  for  all  such  cases  to  be  advanced 
so  that  the  appropriate  Court  tan  then  be  invited  to 
impose  a  judicial  6tay  of  proceedings,  failing  which  it 
is  open  to  the  Crown  to  withdraw  the  charge;  some  charges 
that  may  be  considered  for  this  purpose  include  charges  . 
4f  failure  to  comply,  breach  of  probation,  cause 
sdisturbance,  ‘false.  .pretences  (under),  fraud 
Accommodation,  -*ischief  *  (under),  “  theft  under ) , 
joyriding,  possession  funder),  fraud  funder),  _ and  some 
simple  assaults; 

in  every  case  however  the  Crown  should  include  in  his 
examination  the  circumstances  of  the  offence  and  the 
antecedents  of  the  accused  in  determining  whether  the 
charge  should  be  stayed  by  the  Court 

< 


pursuant  to  disclosure  procedures ,  Crowns  should 
endeavour  to  encourage  resolution  discussions  with 
defence  counsel  that  may  have  an  impact  on  trial  time 


DUTIES  OF  THE  CROWN  IN  THE  EXTRA-BOOKED  COURTS 


beginning  in  about  three  months  time  the  daily  lists  in 
both  Divisions  will  be  extra-booked 


lr 


by  this  time  it  is  expected  that’ significant  additional 
resources  in  the  form  of  additional  available  judges, 
assistant  Crown  Attorneys  and  court  staff  will  be 
available  to  assist  in  disposing  of  matters  marked  for 
trial 


Crowns  will  be  required  to  prioritise  the  matters  listed 
for  trial  on  any  given  date  and  with  the  assistance  of 
courts  administration  endeavour  to  ensure  that  all 
prioritized  matters  will  be  tried;  for  matters  not 
regarded  as  priority  matters  and  in  which  there  is  no 
realistic  prospect  of  being  reached  the  Crown  may  invite 
the  Court  to  impose  a  stay  of  proceedings,  failing  which 
it  is  open  to  the  Crown  to  withdraw  the  charge 


Crowns  should  attempt  to  review  forthcoming  trial  lists 
in  advance  in  order  to  identify  matters  targeted  for  a 
judicial  stay  of  proceedings  in  order  that  witnesses  may 
be  cancelled  in  advance 


in  addition  to  the  foregoing  and  pursuant  to  disclosure 
procedures,  .  Crowns  should  continue  to  encourage 
resolution  discussions  with  defence  counsel  that  may  have 
an  impact  on  trial  time 

INQUIRIES  FROM  THE  PRESS 

all  inquiries  from  the  media  dealing  with  the  effects  of 
the  Askov  decision  should  be  referred  to  your  local 
Regional  Director  of  Crown  Attorneys  for  response 


a 

•i 


Ontario 


tflCHAtL.  GpuDJEN 


48 


Ministry  of 
the  Attorney 
General 

Ministfcre 
du  Procureur 
©6n6ral 


TO i  All  Regional  Directors  of  Crown  Attorneys 

FROM*  Lloyd  Bud z inski 

Assistant  Deputy  Attorney  General  -  Criminal  Lav  (Acting) 
REs  Strategy  Respecting  the  Extrabooked  Courts 

DATEt  December  21,  1990. 
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Assistant  Deputy 
Attorney  General 
(Criminal  Lew  Dwtaion} 

Bureau  du 
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gineraJ  adjoint 
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M5G2K1 

720.  rue  Bay 
Toronto  (Ontario) 
M5G2K1 

(416)  326-2616 

Fax/T4t4copieur 
(416)  326-4016 


HEBORANDDH 


Thank  you  for  your  attendance  and  participation  at  the  meeting 
held  in  Toronto  on  December  17th  and  18th  at  which,  among  other 
matters,  we  discussed  the  formulation  and  implementation  of  a 
strategy  plan  designed  to  respond  to  the  extrabooking  of  the 
courts. 

On  October  21,  1990,  we  issued  to  all  offices  of  Crown 
Attorneys  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  an  initial  strategy  response 
to  the  Askov  judgement.  That  response  requested  that,  with  the 
cooperation  of  the  local  judiciary,  all  new  charges  entering  the 
system  be  set  for  hearing  within  6-6  months  of  the  sworn  date  of 
the  information;  in  the  General  Division,  trial  dates  were  to  be 
set  within  6-8  months  of  the  committal  date.  This  was  of  course 
designed  to  ensure  that  these  new  charges  would  survive  Askov 
scrutiny. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing.  Crowns  were  requested  to  screen 
and  vet  all  outstanding  charges  in  order  to  identify  those  cases 
which  because  of  their  seriousness  should  be  advanced  for  >  an 
earlier  hearing  date;  in  doing  so  we  were  endeavouring  to  ensure 
that  such  cases  would  not  be  lost  due  to  Askov.  Equally,  in  the 
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memorandum  of  November  7,  1990,  Crowns  were  asked  to  identify 
certain  specific  offences  that  would  not  survive  Askov  scrutiny 
according  to  local  time  lines  and  advance  those  cases  to  be 
withdrawn  if  their  prosecution  was  not  otherwise  required  due  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  offence  or  the  antecedents  of  the  accused. 

In  all  eases.  Crowns  were  asked  to  afford  special 
consideration  to  victims  of  crime  and  witnesses.  Where  charges 
were  stayed  as  a  result  of  Askov,  notwithstanding  opposition  by  the 
•  Crown,  they  were  requested  to  assist  victims  of  crime  in  all 
appropriate  ways  including  referral  to  victim/witness  programs 
where  such  would  be  of  benefit.  In  those  instances  where  charges 
were  to  be  withdrawn.  Crowns  were  instructed  to  notify  all  affected 
victims  and  witnesses  in  writing  and  in  advance  of  the  scheduled 
hearing  date. 

I  would  ask  that  you  ensure  that  all  Crown  Attorneys  and 
Assistant  Crown  Attorneys  in  your  Region  continue  to  fully 
implement  these  plans  until  further  notice. 

From  the  beginning,  it  was  recognised  that  these  initiatives 
would  result  in  the  extrabooking  of  trial  courts  in  backlogged 
jurisdictions  commencing  in  January,  1991.  It  was  equally 
understood  that  additional  resources  would  be  required  to 
accommodate  this  extrabooking  of  cases.  On  November  21,  1990,  the 
Attorney  General  announced  a  government  commitment  of  over  39 
million  dollars  to  reduce  delays  and  backlogs  in  the  criminal  court 
system.  It  is  expected  that  this  significant  infusion  of  funds 
into  the  justice  system  will  permit  the  appointment  of  27  new 
Ontario  Court  (Provincial  Division)  judges  as  well  as  additional 
assistant  Crown  Attorneys  and  court  staff.  A  request  has  also  been 
made  for  the  appointment  of  12  new  judges  to  the  Ontario  Court 
(General  Division) • 

The  process  of  appointing  and  allocating  these  new  resources 
has  already  commenced  and  is  continuing  daily.  It  is  expected  that 
the  full  infusion  of  resources  will  be  completed  within  the  very 
near  future.  Pending  the  completion  of  this  process,  there  is  a 
short-term  need  to  responsibly  reexamine  the  trial  lists  in  the 
backlogged  areas  in  order  to  realistically  assess  their  length  and 
minimise  inconvenience  to  affected  parties.  To  that  end,  attached 
to  this  memorandum  is  the  strategy  that  has  been  developed  to 
respond  to  this  on  a  short-term  basis. 

On  behalf  of  the  Attorney  General  and  myself,  I  would  ask 
that  you  extend  to  all  Crown  Attorneys,  assistant  Crown  Attorneys 
and  support  staff  in  your  region,  our  appreciation  for  the 
cooperation  and  diligence  they  have  displayed  in  implementing  the 
Ministry's  response  to  the  Askov  judgement. 
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SHORT-TERM  STRATEGY  RESPECTING  EXTRABOOKED  COURTS 

The  strategy  essentially  involves  a  two-stage  examination  of 
the  extrabooked  trial  lists,  comprised  of  an  initial  vetting  of  the 
list  followed  by  a  further  assessment  of  the  list  on  the  trial  date 
itself.  The  strategy  further  recognizes  that  in  most  jurisdictions 
local  time  lines  have  been  established  through  judicial  precedent. 
Assistance  in  the  definition  of  these  time  lines  will  result  with 
additional  appellate  decisions.  This  short-term  strategy  will  be 
discontinued  upon  the  allocation  and  placement  of  such  resources  as 
can  accommodate  the  extrabooked.  cases . 

The  strategy  is  to  be  implemented  in  all  jurisdictions 
affected  by  the  Askov  judgement  effective  January  1,  1991  and  is  to 
cease  upon  the  placement  of  sufficient  additional  resources  to 
accommodate  extrabooked  cases 

Jyiitlal  jyettiltg 

-  approximately  two  weeks  prior  to  the  hearing  date,  all  trial 
lists  to  be  vetted 

-  the  vetting  process  should  be  supervised  by  the  local  Crown 
Attorney  or  a  senior  Assistant  Crown  Attorney  designated  for 
this  purpose  by  the  local  Crown 

-  the  purpose  of  the  vetting  process  is  to  reduce  a  clearly 
overbooked  court  to  a  manageable  size 

-  a  manageable  size  must  represent  at  least  a  full  days  work 
with  limited  overbooking  to  prevent  the  collapse  of  the  court 
before  the  end  of  the  court  day;  Crowns  must  also  account  for 
the  potential  availability  and  quantity  of  additional  judicial 
resources  on  the  hearing  date 

-  in  vetting  the  lists.  Crowns  should: 

(1)  priorize  the  list  according  to  the  impact  of  the  offence 
upon  public  safety  and  with  due  regard  to  the  history  of 
the  prosecution  and  the  custodial  status  of  the  accused 

-  in  considering  the  impact  of  the  offence  upon  public 
safety,  all  cases  of  sexual,  child  and  domestic  assault 
are  to  be  regarded  as  having  high  priority;  as  well,  it 
is  appropriate  for  the  Crown  to  consider: 

•  the  antecedents  of  the  accused  including  the 
existence,  if  any,  of  a  prior  significant  and 
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relevant  record  and  the  risk  of  reoffending 

-  the  circumstances  of  the  offence,  including  any 
significant  impact  upon  the  victim  such  as  personal 
injury  or  the  presence  of  significant  community 
concern  respecting  the  offence 

-  whether  the  case  was  specifically  adjourned  for 
guilty  plea  or  sentencing 

-  any  other  relevant  public  interest  factor, 
including  the  existence,  if  any,  of  alternative 
remedies  to  affected  parties 

(2)  identify  those  cases  of  a  lesser  priority  that  clearly 
will  not  survive  Askov  scrutiny  by  applying  local  time 
lines  established  through  local  judicial  precedent; 

(3)  withdraw  in  advance  of  the  hearing  date  those  lesser 
priority  cases  that  will  clearly  not  survive  local  Askov 
scrutiny  so  as  to  achieve  a  manageable  list  that  includes 
limited  overbooking; 

(4)  in  all  cases  of  withdrawal,  prior  notification  of  all 
victims/witnesses  in  accordance  with  appropriate 
procedures 

vetting  of  trial  lists  to  immediately  cease  upon  placement  of 
sufficient  additional  resources  to  accommodate  extrabooked 
cases 


Yg.ttjjQ.g-Pn  ..the  Rearing  Pflte 

-  prior  to  the  commencement  of  court  Crown  must  review  all 
matters  scheduled  for  hearing  and  priorize  the  manner  in  which 
the  list  will  be  called 

•  at  the  commencement  of  court.  Crown  should  purge  the  list  to 
determine  the  status  of  the  cases  and  the  availability  of  the 
accused  and/or  counsel 

-  cases  set  for  hearing  to  be  called  in  the  priorized  order  of 
seriousness;  no  cases  should  be  held  down  unless  exceptional 
circumstances  exist 

-  except  in  exceptional  circumstances.  Crowns  may  withdraw  cases 
which  will  not  be  reached,  in  their  court  or  other  courts 
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available  to  assist,  1ft 

{1)  a  full  court  day  will  be  achieved;  and 

(2)  the  inability  to  reach  the  case  does  not  result  froxn  the 
unavailability  of  the  accused  and/or  counsel  for  the 
accused 

for  all  cases  that  nay  not  be  reached.  Crowns  to  afford 
special  consideration  to  victims /witnesses  by  informing  them 
of  the  status  of  the  cases  prior  to  the  commencement  of  court 
and  periodically  throughout  the  court  day 


ASKOV ACCOMMODATION  PROJECTS 
MINISTRY  OF  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
1991/92 
May  21 J  991 

"Xt;:?!: .  *  . 7-  , 


LOCATION 


DESCRIPTION 


REGION:  Metro  Toronto 


Metro  Central 
General  Division 
361  University  Ave. 


frr/’/ 


New  space  for  5  erownr(new  lease  not  required) 


L:  March  25/91 

E.C.:  July  31/91 


AG:  Prelim  sketch,  FF&E 
MGS:  Working  drawings, 
tender  &  coordinate 
construction 


Reconfigure  general  office  -  Room  241 

E.I. :  May  15/91 
E.C. :  August  1/91 


AG:  Prelim  sketch 
MGS:  Working  drawings, 

tender  and  coordinate 
construction 


Metro  East  2  provincial  judges  offices 

il  91 1  Eglinton  E. 

I.:  March  12/91 

E.C.:  July  31/91 


AG:  Prelim  sketch 
MGS:  Tender,  coordinate 
construction 


Metro  North 
Il  000  Finch  West 


^Provincial  Division 
(Criminal) 

Iso  Queen  St  W 


New  lease  space  for  1  provincial  judge,  3  crowns 
and  4  administrative  staff,  includes  realigning 
existing  space 

I.:  January  28/91 

E.C.:  September  30/91 


AG:  Prelim  sketch,  FF&E 
MGS:  Leasing  agent,  working 
drawings,  tender  & 
coordinate  construction 


Additional  minor  traffic  courtroom 

E.I.:  May  1/91 
E.C.:  July  15/91 


AG:  Prelim  sketch 
MGS:  Working  drawings, 
tender  &  coordinate 
construction 


'20  Bay  Street  * 
ororrto 


Reconfigure  space  to  provide  offices  for  15 
Assistant  Crown  Attorneys  and  support  staff  on 
the  10th  Floor. 


AG:  Prelim  sketch 
MGS:  working  drawings, 
tender  &  coordinate 
construction 


COST 


10.0  LHI 
30.0  FF&E 


15.0  LHI 


50.0  LEASE 


140.0  LHI 
140.0  LEASE 
90.0  FF&E 


4.0  LHI 


200.0  LHI 
150.0FF&E 


E.I.:  June  15/91 
E.C.:  December/91 


ASKOV Accommodation  Projects  1991/2 
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LOCATION  DESCRIPTION 


REMARKS 


REGION:  Central  East 


Newmarket 


I 

I 

I 


Creation  of  three  provincial  judge’s  offices 

E.l:  May  30/91 
E.C.:  August  30/91 

Convert  traffic  courts  100  and  101  to  trial 
courtrooms 

E.I.:  April  30/91 
E.C.:  August  30/91 


AG:  Prelim  sketch,  FF&E 
MGS:  Working  drawings  & 
construction 


AG:  Prelim  sketch,  FF&E 
MGS:  Working  drawings  & 
construction 


Reconfigure  courtrooms  102  and  103  to  include  AG:  Prelim  sketch,  FF&E 
jury  and  prisoners'  boxes 


E.I.:  April  30/91 
E.C.:  June  15/91 


Relocate  two  justices  of  the  peace  in  offices  AG:  Prelim  sketch 

between  wedding  and  driver  training  rooms  MGS:  Working  drawings  & 

construction 

E.I.:  April  30/91 
E.C.:  August  30/91 


Install  carpeting,  telephones  and  lines,  window  No  drawing  is  required, 
lights  in  examination  room  for  interim  immediate 
accommodation  for  additional  crown  attorneys 


I.:  April  1/91 

E.C.:  May  15/91 


Provide  offices  for  additional  crown  attorneys  and  AG:  Prelim  sketch,  FF&E 
support  staff  MGS:  Working  drawings  & 

construction 

E.I.:  April  30/91 
E.C.:  August  30/91 


Provide  necessary  alterations  to  Richmond  Hill 
small  claims  courtroom  to  accommodate 
POA/Civil  non-jury 


E.I.:  April  30/91 
E.C.:  May  30/91 

Move  front  counter  in  crown  attorney’s  offices  MGS:  Construction 

E.I.: 

E.C.: 


COST 


45.0  LHI 
45.0  FF&E 


25.0  LHI 
60.0  FF&E 


5.0  LHI 


20.0  LHI 


10.0  LHI 


25.0  LHI 
15.0  FF&E 


10.0  FF&E 


5.0  LHI 


April  30/91 
May  30/91 


' 


ASKOV Accommodation  Projects  1991/2  May  21,  1991 

Page  :  3 

LOCATION 

DESCRIPTION 

REMARKS 

COST 

REGION:  Central  East  (cont’d): 

Oshawa 

44  Bond  St 

Provide  the  additional  provincial  judge’s  office 

E.I.:  May  1/91 

E.C.:  July  1/91 

AG:  Prelim  sketch,  FF&E 
MGS:  Working  drawings  & 
construction 

50.0  LHI 

15.0  FF&E 

Whitby 

242  King  SL 

Provide  two  provincial  judge’s  offices 

E.I.:  May  1/91 

E.C.:  July  1/91 

AG:  Prelim  sketch,  FF&E 
MGS:  Working  drawings  & 
construction 

50.0  LHI 

30.0  FF&E 

Muskoka 

Provide  office  for  new  crown  attorney  resources 

1.:  January  2/91 

E.C.:  June  30/91 

MGS:  Working  drawings  & 
construction 

7.0  LHI 

15.0  FF&E 

Cobourg 

L 

Provide  redecorating  and  furnishings  for  new 
provincial  judge  in  Coburg 

E.I.:  June  15/91 

E.C.:  July  15/91 

AG:  Prelim  sketch,  FF&E 
MGS:  Working  drawings  & 
construction 

15.0  LHI 

15.0  FF&E 

Barrie 

Do  tease  search  for  POA  courts  in  Barrie  re: 
forced  relocation  from  Aliiston 

E.I.:  April  30/91 

E.C.:  October  1/91 

AG:  Prelim  sketch, 

FF&E 

MGS:  Working  drawings  & 
construction. 

50.0  FF&E 

Complete  bail  courtroom  in  Barrie  facility  to  free 
up  existing  courtroom  for  new  provincial  judge 

1.:  January  2/91 

E.C.:  July  31/91 

AG:  Prelim  sketch, 

FF&E 

MGS:  Working  drawings  & 
construction 

240.0  LHI 

REGION:Central  South 

200  Frederick  St 
kitchener 

Renovations  to  relocate  3  justices  of  peace  and 
Crown  Attorney  offices. 

E.I.:  May  15/91 

E.C.:  August  31/91 

AG:  Prelim  sketch 

MGS:  Working  drawings, 
tender  &  coordinate 
construction 

50.0  LHI 

38  Darling  St 
Brantford 

Relocation  of  Small  Claims  Court  office  to 
accommodate  and  relocate  Justice  of  the  Peace 
to  prepare  for  additional  provincial  judge  (no  new 
tease  required),  including  alteratons  to  dais 

AG:  Prelim  sketch 

MGS:  Working  drawings, 
tender  &  coordinate 
construction 

20.0  LHI 

E.I.:  May  30/91 
E.C.:  September  30/91 


' 
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OCATION  DESCRIPTION 


REMARKS  COST 


j3EGI0N:Centra!  South  (cont’d): 


1 00  Main  Street  Reconfigure  existing  space  to  provide 
[Cambridge  offices  for  provincial  judge’s  offices  and 
one  secretary. 

E.I.:  June  15/91 
E.C.:September  30/91 


AG:  Prelim  sketch 
MGS:  Working  drawings, 
tender  & 
coordinate 
construction 


>9  Church 
fetreet 

l>t.  Catharines 


Reconfigure  existing  space  to  make  room  AG:  Prelim  sketch 
for  additional  staff,  and  accommodate  MGS:  Working  drawings, 
modular  furniture.  tender,  coordinate 

construction 

E.I.:  June  1/91 
E.C.:August  31/91 


40.0  LHI 
40.0  FFE 


50.0  LHI 
100.0 
FF&E 


REGION:  Central  West 

|)rangeville  Furniture,  general  office  workstations  (admin  AG:  FF&E  20.0  FF&E 

staff) 


!L:  March  29/91 

E.C.:  June  30/91 

Ililton  Furniture  for  Provincial  Division  Judge  and  general  AG:  FF&E  30.0  FF&E 

office. 

IE.I.:  May  1/91 
E.C.:  June  30/91 

Alteration  project  to  accommodate  Associate  AG:  Prelim  sketch  1 00.0  LHI 

I  Chief  Judge  LeSage  and  realign  General  Division  MGS:  Working  drawings,  50.0  FF&E 

space.  tender  &  construction 


E.I.:  May  15/91 
E.C.:  September  30/91 

lilton  (cont’d)  Crown  attorney  furniture  AG:  FF&E  15.0  FF&E 

L:  March  1/91 

C.:  April  15/91 

I 

Alteration  to  basement  space  for  assistant  crown  MGS  preliminary  and  working  14.0  LHI 
attorneys  drawings,  tender  construction 


I.:  January  2/91 

E.C.:  June  30/91 
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LOCATION 


DESCRIPTION 


REMARKS 


REGION:  Central  West  (cont’d): 

Brampton 


Three  additional  sets  of  furniture,  General 
Division  Judges. 

L:  March  30/91 
E.C.:  June  15/91 


AG:  FF&E 


Guelph 


Guelph 


Provincial  Court  Judge  Fairgrye  furniture  & 
furnishings  c 

E.I.:  May  15/91 
E.C.:  June  30/91 

Alterations  to  offices  for  the  Crown  Attorneys 

E.I.:  June/91 
E.C.:  September/91 


AG:  FF&E 


AG:  Prelim  sketch 
MGS:  Working  drawings 
and  construction 


Alterations  to  the  general  office  and  furnishings.  AG:  FF&E  and  Prelim 

sketch 

MGS:  Working  drawings, 
tender,  construction 


E.I.:  May  15/91 
E.C.:  August  31/91 


Redesign  courtroom  #1  to  accommodate  criminal  AG:  Prelim  sketch 
matters.  MGS:  Working  drawings, 

tender,  leasing  agent, 

E.I.:  May  15/91  construction 

E.C.:  October  1/91 


tEGION:  Northeast 


>udbury 


Office  for  assistant  crown  attorney  and  office  for 
additional  judge 

E.I.:  May  31/91 
E.C.:  September  30/91 

Alterations  to  the  general  admin  office  area. 

I.:  January  1/91 

E.C.:  June  1/91 


AG:  Prelim  sketch,  FF&E 
MGS:  Working  drawings, 
tender,  construction 


MGS:  Working  drawings, 
tender,  construction 


COST 


60.0  FF&E 


15.0  FF&E 


15.0  LHI 


5.0  FF&E 
15.0  LHI 


10.0  FF&E 
15.0  LHI 


25.0  LHI 
30.0  FF&E 


*  30.0  LHI 
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LOCATION 

REGION: 

Ottawa 


Belleville 

Morrisburg 

L’Orignal 

Perth 


DESCRIPTION 


REMARKS 


East 


Furnishings  for  three  provincial  court  judges  AG:  FF&E 

E.I.:  May  31/91 
E.C.:  June  30/91 


Provide  an  additional  courtroom  by  relocating  AG:  Prelim  sketch 
parental  support  workers.  MGS:  Working  drawings, 

tender,  coordinate 

E.I.:  May  31/91  construction 

E.C.:  June  30/91 


Furniture  for  Assistant  Crown  Attorney  AG:  FF&E 

E.I.:  May  31/91 
E.C.:  July  2/91 

Furniture  for  Provincial  Court  Judge.  AG:  FF&E 

E.I.:  April  30/91 
E.C.:  July  2/91 


Extra  Courtroom  AG:  Prelim  sketch 

MGS:  Working  drawings. 

E.I.:  June  1/91  tender,  leasing  agent, 

E.C.:  January  1/92  construction 

Upgrade  the  existing  courtroom  and  provide  AG:  Prelim  sketch 
judge  with  retiring  room  MGS:  Working  drawings, 

tender,  construction 

E.I.:  May  1/91 
E.C.:  September  30/91 


COST 


80.0  FF&E 


100.0  LHI 


10.0  FF&E 


15.0  FF&E 


150.0  LHI 


200.0  LHI 
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LOCATION  DESCRIPTION 


Leased  Facilities:  Ail  Regions* 


Durham 

3  Criminal  Courtrooms/Support  Space 
(1 2,872.29  sq.  ft) 

1,673.4  LHI 
500.0  FF&E 
187.7  LEAS 

Gore  Bay 

Crown  Attorney  Office  (693.73  sq.ft.) 

34.7  LHI 
20.0  FF&E 
10.0  LEAS 

Kingston 

Crown  Attorney  Office  (824.5  sq.ft.) 

41 .2  LHI 
20.0  FF&E 
1Z0 LEAS 

L'Orignal 

Crown  Attorney  Office  (1,502.15sq.  ft.) 

75.1  LHI 
20.0  FF&E 
18.0  LEAS 

Newmarket 

METRO  TORONTO: 
•  Eglinton  Ave.  E. 

Crown  Attorney  Office  (1,728.14sq.  ft.) 

Crown  Attorney  Office  (7,984.12  sq.  ft.) 

86.4  LHI 
60.0  FF&E 
25.0  LEAS 

399.2  LHI 
220.0  FF&E 
150.0  LEAS 

•  720  Bay  St. 

Crown  Attorney  Office  (3,487.5  sq.  ft.) 

174.4  LHI 
25.0  FF&E 
140.0  LEAS 

Courts  Administration  (1 ,287.79  sq.  ft.) 

64.4  LHI 
40.0  FF&E 

®  80  The  East  Mall 

Crown  Attorney  Office/Judge’s  Office 
(2,51 7.68  sq.  ft.) 

125.9  LHI 
70.0  FF&E 
40.0  LEAS 

Peel 

3  POA  Courtrooms/Support  Space 
(9,902.62  sq.  ft.) 

743.0  LHI 
296.7  FF&E 
144.5  LEAS 

1 

Sub-Total: 

5.416.6 

Less:  Potential  estimated  savings  on  tenant 
inducements  @  15%  of  lease  and 
leasehold  improvement  costs 

<621.7) 

1 

Sub-Total:  $4,794.9 

(Leased  facilities, 
projects) 

Note*:  Estimated  LHI  Costs: 


$  50/sq.  ft  Office  Spec* 
*75/sq.  ft.  POA  Courts 
$130/sq.  ft  Criminal  Courtrooms 


Sub-Total:  $2,885.0 

(Other  projects) 


$7,679.9 


Total 


COUNTY 


PERCENTAGE  OF  CRIMINAL  COOE  CHARGES  IN  PROVINCIAL  COURT 
LESS  THAN  EIGHT  MONTHS  OLD  AND  GREATER  THAN  EIGHT  MONTHS  OLD 
As  of  February  28,  1991 

X 

1990  CCC  CHARGES 

#  OF  #  OF  POPULATION  <  8  MONTHS  >  8  MONTHS 

JUDGES  CROWNS  ESTIM.(OOO)  (AS  OF  28/2/91) 


ALGOMA  4 

BRANT  3 

BRUCE  2 

COCHRANE  3 

DUFFERIN 

DURHAM  8 

ELGIN  2 

ESSEX  6 

FRONTENAC  4 

GREY  1 

HALDIMAND/ 

NORFOLK  1 

HALTON  5 

HAM1 LTON- WENTWORTH  7 

HASTINGS 

HURON  1 

KENORA  3 

KENT  2 

LAMBTON  3 

LANARK  1 

LEEDS  &  GRENVILLE  1 

LENNOX  &  ADDINGTON  1 

MANITOULIN 

MIDDLESEX  10 

MUSKOKA  2 

NIAGARA  NORTH/  3 

NIAGARA  SOUTH  5 

NIPISSING  2 

NORTHUMBERLAND  2 

OTTAWA  15 

OXFORD  1 

PARRY  SOUND  1 

PEEL  15 

PERTH  1 

PETERBOROUGH  4 

PRESCOTT  &  RUSSELL  2 

PRINCE  EDWARD  1 

RAINY  RIVER  1 

RENFREW  2 

STORMONT,  DUNDAS  &  GLENGARRY  1 

SIMCOE  7 

SUDBURY  6 

THUNDER  BAY  7 

TIMJSKAMING  1 

METRO  TORONTO  76 

OLD  CITY  HALL 
COLLEGE  PARK 
METRO  EAST 


7 

129.9 

3 

112.9 

69.8 

30.2 

1 

63.3 

5 

94.2 

1 

38.1 

13 

395.5 

47.6 

52.4 

2 

75.1 

72.5 

27.5 

10 

325.5 

79.4 

20.6 

4 

122.1 

2 

81.2 

1 

98.5 

78.5 

21.5 

2 

63.9 

36.1 

6 

308.4 

17 

441.3 

51.9 

48.1 

2 

3 

116.1 

1 

58.2 

78.2 

21.8 

3 

59.9 

2 

109.5 

65.4 

34.6 

3 

128.9 

50.5 

49.5 

2 

53.6 

2 

88.3 

1 

36.1 

10.5 

12 

360.4 

70.5 

29.5 

1 

46.1 

56 

44 

5 

388.4 

57.9 

42.1 

6 

67.4 

22.6 

4 

83.1 

2 

74.6 

61.5 

38.5 

19 

643.3 

59.5 

40.5 

2 

91.6 

64.6 

35.4 

1 

37.5 

24 

679.8 

33.8 

66.2 

2 

69.5 

64.4 

35.6 

3 

115.6 

80.6 

19.4 

2 

64.3 

1 

24.4 

1 

22.7 

3 

91 

77.9 

22.1 

3 

107.7 

11 

280.4 

61.7 

38.3 

7 

178.8 

6 

157.8 

2 

40 

2147.6 

63 

76.5 

23.5 

75.5 

24.5 

16 

69 

31 

r . <5 . -  - 


COUNTY 


PERCENTAGE  OF  CRIMINAL  CODE  CHARGES  IN  PROVINCIAL  COURT 
LESS  THAN  EIGHT  MONTHS  OLD  AND  GREATER  THAN  EIGHT  MONTHS  OLD 
As  of  February  28,  1991 

X 

1990  CCC  CHARGES 

#  OF  #  OF  POPULATION  <  8  MONTHS  >  8  MONTHS 

JUDGES  CROUNS  ESTIM.(OOO)  (AS  OF  28/2/91) 


METRO  NORTH 

12 

44.5 

55.5 

METRO  WEST 

14 

39.1 

60.9 

VICTORIA  &  HAL I BURTON 

1 

3 

74.9 

57.8 

42.2 

WATERLOO 

9 

11 

367.5 

42.4 

57.6 

WELLINGTON 

2 

3 

115.2 

YORK  REGION 

8 

12 

481.7 

43.2 

56.8 

Note:  Data  with  respect 

to  the 

percentages 

of 

CCC  charges  less 

or  greater  than  8 

months 

is  available 

only  for  courts 

on  the  Integrated 

Courts 

Offences  Network  (ICON). 

Prepared  by:  Information  Systems 

Program  Development  Branch 
Courts  Administration  Division 
March  6,  1991 


COUNTY 


[ 


movc&- 


PROVINCIAL  COURT  (CRIMINAL) 
CHARGES  RECEIVED  AND  DISPOSED 
PRELIMINARY  DATA  *  1990 


YOA  YOA  ADULT 

CHARGES  CHARGES  CHARGES 
RECEIVED  DISPOSED  RECEIVED 
1990  1990  1990 

CCC  ONLY 


DISPOSED  RECEIVED  DISPOSED 
1990  1990  1990 

CCC  ONLY 


ALGOMA 

1993 

2338 

7647 

7960 

587 

621 

BRANT 

Phase  1 

580 

501 

Phase  11 

639 

662 

4423 

4177 

291 

387 

BRUCE 

722 

680 

2003 

1966 

121 

124 

COCHRANE 

1063 

1243 

4654 

4327 

307 

257 

DUFFERIN 

643 

607 

1704 

1510 

72 

57 

DURHAM 

Phase  1 

2564 

3036 

Phase  11 

2495 

2562 

12857 

11779 

1278 

995 

ELGIN 

Phase  1 

262 

298 

Phase  11 

575 

515 

1770 

1834 

238 

190 

ESSEX 

Phase  1 

385 

386 

Phase  11 

1290 

1498 

7529 

8001 

491 

4  77 

FRONTENAC 

Phase  1 

561 

542 

Phase  11 

439 

401 

4764 

4115 

275 

203 

GREY 

Phase  1 

368 

378 

Phase  11 

453 

353 

2566 

2305 

114 

169 

HALDIMAND 

615 

541 

1002 

987 

81 

91 

HALTON 

1519 

1416 

7008 

5984 

306 

388 

HAMILTON-UENTWORTH 

Phase  1 

1813 

1406 

Phase  11 

1761 

1367 

12797 

12264 

1495 

1002 

HASTINGS 

1261 

1181 

3600 

3728 

116 

114 

HURON 

678 

527 

987 

817 

282 

160 

KENORA 

1326 

1202 

4086 

3884 

122 

142 

KENT 

1529 

1306 

3497 

3017 

623 

398 

LAMBTON 

1617 

1602 

3607 

2885 

422 

256 

LANARK 

371 

349 

1703 

1729 

108 

154 

LEEDS-GRENVILLE 

654 

606 

3185 

3089 

194 

210 

LENNOX -ADDINGTON 

L 

391 

351 

1486 

1286 

113 

89 

MANITOULIN 

298 

234 

796 

671 

8 

10 

MIDDLESEX 

Phase  1 

636 

1019 

Phase  11 

2405 

2020 

12169 

11413 

943 

865 

MUSKOKA 

800 

821 

1515 

1667 

174 

131 

pi  AGAR A  NORTH 

Phase  1 

502 

447 

Phase  11 

721 

517 

4836 

4052 

183 

178 

NIAGARA  SOUTH 

Phase  1 

606 

583 

Phase  11 

732 

679 

5105 

5168 

408 

283 

IlIPISSING 

919 

964 

3522 

3527 

174 

180 

NORFOLK 

402 

382 

1886 

1601 

117 

84 

loRTHUMBERLAND 

1306 

1259 

2914 

2420 

311 

271 

pTTAUA 

Phase  1 

1898 

2231 

Phase  11 

752 

311 

15166 

17079 

1828 

3556 

8XF0RD 

1217 

1308 

1936 

1745 

298 

117 

|arry  sound 

554 

524 

1437 

1305 

86 

73 

PEEL 

Phase  1 

2543 

2842 

Phase  11 

2498 

3235 

14977 

17756 

2173 

4153 

PROVINCIAL  COURT  (CRIMINAL) 
CHARGES  RECEIVED  AND  DISPOSED 
PRELIMINARY  DATA  -  1990 


YOA  YOA  ADULT  ADULT  NCA/FDA  NCA/FDA 

CHARGES  CHARGES  CHARGES  CHARGES  CHARGES  CHARGES 


COUNTY  RECEIVED  DISPOSED  RECEIVED  DISPOSED  RECEIVED  DISPOSED 


1990 

1990 

1990 

CCC  ONLY 

1990 

CCC  ONLY 

1990 

1990 

PERTH 

Phase  1 

338 

315 

Phase  11 

455 

459 

1597 

1584 

227 

167 

PETERBOROUGH 

2011 

1902 

7106 

6920 

254 

221 

PRESCOTT-RUSSELL 

280 

26  7 

1543 

1477 

126 

75 

PRINCE  EDUARD 

273 

248 

729 

682 

46 

40 

RAINY  RIVER 

269 

234 

797 

609 

49 

55 

RENFREW 

1080 

1261 

2904 

3038 

202 

157 

SDG 

783 

699 

3517 

3309 

132 

223 

SIMCOE 

4037 

3535 

11612 

10379 

1175 

1241 

SUDBURY 

2188 

2209 

7983 

6868 

342 

270 

THUNDER  BAY 

1768 

1664 

6145 

6681 

293 

391 

TIMISKAMING 

440 

365 

1748 

1518 

84 

66 

TORONTO 

Old  City  Hall 

Phase  11 

4608 

3054 

46105 

49724 

10967 

10388 

Col  lege  Park 

Phase  11 

1211 

1135 

30025 

27448 

578 

706 

Metro  East 

Phase  1 

2043 

1837 

Phase  11 

2590 

2006 

17983 

17860 

1 

1 

Metro  North 

Phase  1 

1778 

1821 

Phase  11 

2342 

2043 

21494 

19967 

7 

6 

Metro  West 

Phase  1 

945 

1082 

Phase  11 

1925 

1733 

25409 

20383 

6 

3 

311  Jarvis 

Phase  1 

4159 

3662 

VICTOR  I A- HAL  I  BURTON 

934 

1020 

3196 

2451 

224 

162 

WATERLOO 

Phase  1 

852 

865 

Phase  11 

2425 

1798 

10260 

9030 

530 

533 

WELLINGTON 

987 

922 

3540 

3800 

255 

204 

YORK  REGION 

Phase  1 

2203 

2816 

Phase  11 

3999 

2832 

16883 

16223 

1096 

1009 

Prepared  By:  Information  Systems 

Program  Development  Branch 
Courts  Admini start  ion  Division 
June  19,  1991 


CHARGES  DISPOSED 

ONTARIO  COURT  -  PROVINCIAL  DIVISION 
(FOR  ICON  COURTS  ONLY) 
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Above  data  Indicates  that  94.4%  of 
charges  received  are  disposed  of 
at  the  Provincial  Division  level 
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AGE  OF  ALL  FEDERAL  CHARGES  PENDING 

AS  OF  NEXT  SCHEDULED  COURT  APPEARANCE 
FOR  ALL  COURTS  ON  ICON 


ONTARIO  COURT  (PROVINCIAL  DIVISION) 
CCC  PENDING  CHARGES- 1982/83  TO  1990/91 
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NOTE:  1990/91  is  preliminary  data. 

Prepared  by  Research  &  Evaluation  Services  June  21,  1991 
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TRIAL  DATE  AVAILABILITY  SUMMARY 
AS  OF  SEPTEMBER  30,  1990 


GENERAL  COMMENTS: 


PAGE  1  OF  3 


1.  TOTAL  NUMBER  OF 
OR  GREATER  =31 

2.  TOTAL  NUMBER  OF 


COURTS  WITH  TIME  TO  TRIAL  OF  SIX  MONTHS 

COURTS  THAT  HAVE  INCREASED  TIMES  TO  TRIAL  =  14 


jj.  TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  COURTS  THAT  HAVE  DECREASED  TIMES  TO  TRIAL  =14 

4.  TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  COURTS  THAT  WERE  IN  A  BACKLOG  SITUATION 

|  (IE  GREATER  THAN  SIX  MONTHS)  THAT  ARE  NO  LONGER  BACKLOGGED  =7 

5.  TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  COURTS  THAT  WERE  NOT  IN  A  BACKLOG  SITUATION  LAST  MONTH 
.  THAT  ARE  NOW  EXPERIENCING  BACKLOG  =  3 

t.  STRATFORD,  BRANTFORD  AND  GUELPH  HAVE  HAD  THE  GREATEST  DECREASE  IN 
TIME  TO  TRIAL. 

I.  OTTAWA  HAS  HAD  THE  GREATEST  INCREASE  IN  TIME  TO  TRIAL  (5  MONTH  INCREASE) 


TRIAL  DATE  AVAILABILITY  SUMMARY 
AS  OF  SEPTEMBER  30,  1990 


PAGE  2  OF  3 


REGION 


CENTRAL  EAST 


tfORTH  EAST 


^ETROPOLITAN  TORONTO 


| - 

SOUTH  WEST 

I 

I 

j)TES : 


COURT 

03/90 

09/90 

+/- 

BARRIE 

13 

* 

10  * 

-3 

OSHAWA 

14 

13 

-1 

COBOURG 

N/A 

10 

PETERBOROUGH 

N/A 

<  6 

NEWMARKET 

13 

14 

1 

LINDSAY 

6 

9 

3 

BRACEBRIDGE 

8 

9 

1 

*  ASSIGNMENT  COURT 

MILLING 

EFFECT 

OF  APPROX. 

4-5  MONTHS 

NOT  INCLUDED  IN 

THESE  FIGURES 

SAULT  STE.  MARIE 

N/A 

6 

NORTH  BAY 

6 

<6 

-1 

PARRY  SOUND 

<6 

<6 

0 

TIMMINS 

<6 

<6 

0 

COCHRANE 

<6 

<6 

0 

HAILEYBURY 

<6 

<6 

0 

BRUCE  MINES 

<6 

<6 

0 

ELLIOTT  LAKE 

<6 

<6 

0 

ESPANOLA 

<6 

<6 

0 

SUDBURY 

<6 

<6 

0 

KIRKLAND  LAKE 

<6 

<6 

0 

METRO  EAST 

8 

8 

0 

METRO  NORTH 

12 

15 

3 

METRO  WEST 

13 

15 

2 

OLD  CITY  HALL 

<  6 

<  6 

0 

COLLEGE  PARK 

<  6 

<  6 

0 

WINDSOR 

7 

<  6 

-2 

SARNIA 

10 

9 

-1 

CHATHAM 

<  6 

8 

2 

ST.  THOMAS 

8 

<  6 

-3 

LONDON 

<  6 

<  6 

0 

GODERICH 

7 

<  6 

-2 

STRATFORD 

13 

<  6 

-8 

WOODSTOCK 

9 

<  6 

-4 

1+/-  FIGURES  FOR  COURTS  WITH  TRIAL  TIMES  OF  LESS  THAN  SIX  MONTHS  (<  6)  ARE 
ARE  BASED  ON  A  TRIAL  TIME  OF  5  MONTHS. 


TRIAL  DATE  AVAILABILITY  SUMMARY  PAGE  3  OF  3 

AS  OF  SEPTEMBER  30,  1990 


REGION 

COURT 

03/90 

09/90 

+/- 

EAST 

BELLEVILLE 

7 

6 

-1 

NAPANEE 

<  6 

<  6 

0 

KINGSTON 

<  6 

6 

1 

PEMBROKE 

7 

7 

0 

SMITH  FALLS 

<  6 

<  6 

0 

OTTAWA 

8 

13 

5 

BROCKVILLE 

<  6 

<  6 

0 

CORNWALL 

9 

8 

-1 

L'ORIGNAL 

7 

8 

1 

PICTON 

<  6 

7 

2 

CENTRAL  WEST 

GUELPH 

12 

7 

-5 

MILTON 

12 

12 

0 

BRAMPTON 

13 

14 

1 

ORANGEVILLE 

6 

8 

2 

OWEN  SOUND 

8 

10 

2 

WALKERTON 

<  6 

<  6 

0 

CENTRAL  SOUTH 

SIMCOE 

11 

8 

-3 

CAYUGA 

6 

6 

C 

WELLAND 

7 

7 

0 

NIAGARA  FALLS 

6 

6 

0 

ST.  CATHARINES 

8 

8 

0 

HAMILTON 

7 

7 

0 

BRANTFORD 

11 

<  6 

-6 

KITCHENER 

10 

14 

4 

NORTH  WEST 

FORT  FRANCES 

<  6 

<  6 

0 

KENORA 

<  6 

<  6 

0 

DRYDEN 

<  6 

<  6 

0 

1 

THUNDER  BAY 

<  6 

<  6 

0 

NOTES : 


+/-  FIGURES  FOR  COURTS  WITH  TRIAL  TIMES  OF  LESS  THAN  SIX  MONTHS  (<  6)  ARE 
ARE  BASED  ON  A  TRIAL  TIME  OF  5  MONTHS. 
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PROVINCIAL  COURT  (CRIMINAL  DIVISON)  -  ADULTS  Paga 
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CHARGES  RECEIVED 
ONTARIO  -  PROVINCIAL  DIVISION 
1982/83  TO  1990/91 


82/83  83/84  84/85  85/86  86/87  87/88  88/89  89/90  90/91 

YEAR 


includes  all  ccc.  nca/fda.  and  other  federal 

CHARQES  RECEIVED. 


CHARGES  DISPOSED 
ONTARIO  -  PROVINCIAL  DIVISION 
1982/83  TO  1990/91 

NUMBER  OF  CHARGES 


82/83  83/84  84/85  85/86  86/87  87/88  88/89  89/90  90/91 

YEAR 


NCLUDE8ALLCCC.  NCA/FDA.  AM)  OTHER  FEDERAL 
CHARGES  RECEIVED. 


SHORTFALL 

ONTARIO  -  PROVINCIAL  DIVISION 
1980/81  TO  1990/91 


NUMBER  OF 

60,000 

40,000 

20,000 

0 

(20,000) 

(40,000) 

(60,000) 

82/63  83/84  84/86  86/86  86/87  87/88  88/86  86/90  60/91 


CHARGES 


YEAR 


-  INCLUDES  ALL  CCC .  NCA/FDA  AND  OTHER  FEDERAL  CHARGES 

-  A  NEGATIVE  SHORTFALL  INDICATES  THAT  CHARGES  RECEIVED 
WERE  HIGHER  THAN  CHARGES  DISPOSED 


♦  K 
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mom.  G|0ufce^ 
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CHARGES  RECEIVED 
ONTARIO  -  GENERAL  DIVISION 
1980/81  TO  1990/91 

NUMBER  OF  CHARGES 

14,000 


13,000 


12,000 


11,000 


10,000 


9,000 

,9eo/»'  W®5  W®6  st,/61  a-i/*®  68/" 

YEAH 


!t  EXKiEIT. . I. . 

MICMA&.  Gputli 


INCLUDES  ALL  CCC .  NCA/FDA.  AND  OTHER  FEDERAL 
CHARGES  RECEIVED  FOR  BOTH  JURY  AND  NON  JURY 
MATTERS 


CHARGES  DISPOSED 
ONTARIO  -  GENERAL  DIVISION 
1980/81  TO  1990/91 


NUMBER  OF  CHARGES 


W*2  W*5  ^  W9°  90/^ 


YEAR 

INCLUDES  ALL  CCC.  NCA/FDA,  AM)  OTHER  FEDERAL 
CHARGES  HECETVED  FOR  BOTH  JURY  AND  NON  JURY 
MATTERS 


SHORTFALL 

ONTARIO  -  GENERAL  DIVISION 
1980/81  TO  1990/91 


NUMBER  OF 

2,000 

1,500 
1,000 
500 

0 

(500) 

(1,000) 

(1,500) 

1060/81  61/82  62/63  83/64  64/86  86/86  86/87  67/88  86/89  88/90  90/91 


CHARGES 


YEAR 


-  INCLUDES  ALL  CCC .  NCA/FDA  AND  OTHER  FEDERAL  CHARGES 

-  A  NEGATIVE  SHORTFALL  INDICATES  THAT  CHARGES  RECEIVED 
WERE  HIGHER  THAN  CHARGES  DISPOSED 
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DURHAM  REGION  -  POPULATION  GROWTH 
1980  TO  1990 


POPULATION 


I960  1961  1962  1963  1964  1966  1966  1967  1968  1969  1990 

YEAR 


-  FIGURES  FOR  1961  AND  1966  ARE  CENSUS  FIGURES 

-  1987  TO  1990  FIGURES  ARE  STATISTICS  CANADA  PRELIMINARY  ESTIMATES 

-  ALL  OTHER  FIGURES  ARE  POST  CENSAL  ESTIMATES  AND  MAY  NOT  BE  ACCURATE. 
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ONTARIO  COURT  GENERAL  DIVISION  -  CRIMINAL  COURT 

CASES  ADDED 
JURY  CRIMINAL  COURT 
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Cases  refer  to  persons 

Also  includes  cases  which  have  re-elected  to 
District  Court  Non-jury  Criminal  Court 


I.C.O.N. 

ONTARIO  COURT  (PROVINCIAL  DIVISION) 
MANAGEMENT  INFORMATION 


for 


METRO  EAST 


for  period  ending 


AUGUST  31,  1991 


MINISTRY  OF  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
COURTS  ADMINISTRATION  DIVISION 
INFORMATION  SYSTEMS  SECTION 
PROGRAM  DEVELOPMENT  BRANCH 

(416)326-2113/4252 

REPORT  PRODUCED:  SEPTEMBER  6,  1991 


ONTARIO  COURT  (PROVINCIAL  DIVISION) 

METRO  EAST 

TOTAL  CHARGES  RECEIVED 
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ONTARIO  COURT  (PROVINCIAL  DIVISION) 

METRO  EAST 

CHARGE  RECEIVED  BY  CHARGE  TYPE 
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€2%  OF  ALL  CHARGES  DISPOSED  IN  OCTOBER  1090  WERE 
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INFORMATION. 
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INFORMATION. 
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AFFIDAVIT  OF  JOHN  MARSLAND 


COUNSEL 

CASEFLOW  MANAGEMENT  UNIT 
(COURTS  ADMINISTRATION) 


CRIMINAL  COURT  SYSTEM  IN  QUEBEC 
COMPARED  TO  ONTARIO 


DEMONSTRATES  DIFFICULTY  WITH  STATISTICAL  COMPARATIVE 


ANALYSIS  BETWEEN  PROVINCES  IN  CANADA 


IN  THE  SUPREME  COURT  OF  CANADA 


IQn  Appeal  from  the  Court  of  Appeal  for  the  Province  of  Ontario 


BETWEEN: 


DARLENE  MORIN 


Appellant 


-  and  - 

HER  MAJESTY  THE  QUEEN 


Respondent 


AFFIDAVIT  OF  JOHN  MARSLAND 

I,  John  C.  Marsland,  of  the  City  of  Peterborough,  in  the  County  of  Peterborough, 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  make  oath  and  say  as  follows: 

1.  I  have  been  employed  by  the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General  for  the  Province 
of  Ontario  as  an  Assistant  Crown  Attorney  for  the  County  of  Peterborough  since  March  2,  1981 . 
During  that  period  of  time  I  was  seconded  to  the  Crown  Law  Office  Criminal  for  one  year 
where  I  performed  the  duties  as  counsel.  I  am  presently  seconded  to  the  Courts  Administration 
Division  of  the  Ontario  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General  working  on  the  pace  of  litigation  and 
delay  reduction  in  criminal  court. 

2.  In  my  capacity  as  counsel  with  Courts  Administration  I  attended  at  the  City  of 
Montreal  on  July  24,  1991  to  study  the  pace  of  litigation  for  Provincial  Courts  in  the  City  of 
Montreal.  I  was  accompanied  by  Mr.  Robert  Beaudoin  who  is  the  Regional  Director  of  Courts 
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Administration  for  the  Eastern  Region  of  the  Province  of  Ontario. 

3.  On  July  25,  1991  myself  and  Mr.  Robert  Beaudoin  attended  at  the  Palais  de 
Justice,  1  rue  Notre-Dame  est  in  Montreal  where  we  met  with  Jean  Lemieux,  avocat,  Directeur 
des  Services  aux  cours  civiles  et  penales  and  Maurice  Galameau,  substitut  en  chef  adjoint  du 
procureur  general  for  the  City  of  Montreal.  During  these  meetings  the  pace  of  litigation  was 
discussed  and  statistics  concerning  the  courts  were  provided  to  us. 

4.  On  July  26,  1991  Mr.  Robert  Beaudoin  attended  at  the  Cour  Municipale  where 
he  met  with  Jean-Guy  Leduc,  procureur  chef,  of  the  Cour  Municipale.  During  this  meeting  I 
am  advised  by  Mr.  Beaudoin  that  the  ^ace  of  litigation  was  discussed  and  statistics  concerning 
that  court  were  provided  to  him. 

5.  After  my  return  from  Montreal  I  prepared  a  Report  based  on  the  meetings  and 
information  received,  as  set  out  in  paragraphs  three  and  four  of  this  my  affidavit,  together  with 
a  review  of  the  evidence  of  Michel  Massicotte  in  Rv.  Scientology.  Appendices  1-8  were 
received  by  myself  and  Robert  Beaudoin  on  July  25,  1991  and  appendices  9-10  were  received 
by  Robert  Beaudoin  on  July  26,  1991. 

6.  In  preparing  my  report  I  found  a  number  of  important  differences  between  the 
criminal  court  systems  in  the  Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec. 

7.  In  Ontario  there  is  no  mandatory  pre-charge  screening  process  like  there  is  in 
Quebec.  On  occasion,  a  police  officer  in  Ontario  will  contact  a  Crown  Attorney  before 
informations  are  sworn,  but  generally  speaking  it  is  not  until  the  day  of  a  charged  person’s  first 
appearance  in  court  that  a  Crown  Attorney  has  an  opportunity  to  review  a  charge  that  has  been 
laid.  It  is  my  understanding  that  the  majority  of  Canada’s  Provinces  do  not  have  pre-charge 
screening  procedures. 
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8.  In  Ontario  the  right  to  a  full  and  complete  preliminary  inquiry  involving  the  viva 
voce  cross-examination  of  most  witnesses  who  will  be  called  at  trial  is  vigorously  guarded  and 
is  quite  often  insisted  upon  by  defence  counsel.  In  Quebec  there  is  a  substantially  different 
approach  by  defence  counsel  to  preliminary  inquiries  and  as  a  result  they  can  be  scheduled 
sooner  and  completed  far  more  expeditiously  than  in  Ontario. 

9.  In  Quebec  the  number  of  jury  trials  pales  in  comparison  to  the  number  in  Ontario. 
Generally  speaking,  in  Quebec  only  the  most  serious  of  criminal  charges  result  in  jury  trials. 
There  is  an  awareness  and  acceptance  among  the  members  of  the  bar  and  judiciary  that  a  jury 
trial  is  a  "deluxe"  trial  that  is  to  be  elected  for  only  infrequently,  and  if  a  conviction  occurs  is 
to  result  in  a  "deluxe"  sentence.  That  is  not  the  situation  in  Ontario.  Jury  trials  generally  take 
longer,  require  more  resources,  and  present  special  scheduling  problems  in  comparison  to  judge 
alone  matters.  Accordingly,  Quebec  has  a  considerable  advantage  in  comparison  to  Ontario  in 
this  regard. 

10.  I  make  this  affidavit  for  the  purposes  of  informing  the  Honourable  Court  of  the 
approximate  pace  of  criminal  litigation  in  the  City  of  Montreal  and  for  no  improper  purpose. 

SWORN  BEFORE  ME  at  the  ) 

City  of  Toronto  in  the  ) 

Municipality  of  Metropolitan  ) 

Toronto  this  16th  day  of  )  _ 

September,  1991  )  JOHN  C.  MARSLAND 


A  COMMISSIONER,  ETC. 


A  CONCISE  SUMMARY  OF  THE  CRIMINAL  COURT  SYSTEMS 


FOR  THE  CITY  OF  MONTREAL 


John  Marsland 

Counsel,  Caseflow  Management 
Program  Development  Branch 
Courts  Administration 


A  CONCISE  SUMMARY  OF  THE  CRIMINAL  COURT 


SYSTEMS  FOR  THE  CITY  OF  MONTREAL 

There  are  three  level  of  criminal  courts  for  the  City  of 
Montreal : 

1.  Cour  Municipale 

2.  Cour  du  Quebec 

3.  Cour  Superieure  -  Assise 

The  "Cour  Municipale"  or  Municipal  Court  deals  with  all 

summary  conviction  charges  and  indictable  matters  within  the 
absolute  jurisdiction  of  the  Provincial  Court  Judges,  that  have 
been  laid  by  the  Montreal  municipal  police  force.  All  such  charges 
in  the  jurisdiction  of  the  "Surete  du  Quebec"  however  are  tried  in 
the  Court  of  Quebec.  The  Municipal  court  is  unique  to  the  cities 
of  Montreal,  Laval  and  Quebec.  In  the  rest  of  the  province  these 
cases  are  dealt  with  in  the  Court  of  Quebec.  In  addition  to  the 
matters  previously  noted  the  municipal  court  also  deals  with  by¬ 
laws,  provincial  offences,  highway  traffic  and  other  like  matters 
that  would  be  handled  by  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  in  Ontario.  There 
are  eleven  courts  that  sit  in  the  City  of  Montreal  on  a  regular 
basis.  In  1990  this  court  processed  15,393  adult  Criminal  Code 
files. 

The  "Cour  de  Quebec"  or  Court  of  Quebec  handles  all  criminal 
cases  except  those  tried  by  a  judge  and  jury  and  matters  dealt  with 
toy  the  municipal  court.  There  are  thirty-eight  criminal  judges  who 
sit  in  this  court  on  a  regular  basis,  although  some  are 
occasionally  sent  to  outlying  jurisdictions  to  assist  with  matters 
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there.  If  an  accused  is  charged  with  an  indictable  offence  to 
which  a  preliminary  inquiry  is  applicable,  a  judge  of  this  court 
sitting  as  a  justice  would  conduct  the  hearing  and  another  judge  of 
the  same  court  would  try  the  subsequent  judge  alone  trial.  In  1990 
this  court  processed  26,278  adult  criminal  files,  an  increase  of 
9.46%  over  the  preceding  year.  Section  two  of  the  Criminal  Code 
states  that  the  Municipal  Court  and  the  Court  of  Quebec  are  both  a 
"court  of  criminal  jurisdiction"  in  the  Province  of  Quebec. 

The  "Cour  Superieure"  or  Superior  Court  deals  with  all  judge 
and  jury  trials.  There  are  approximately  eight  judges  in  this 
court  who  are  assigned  to  sit  on  criminal  cases  in  the  region  of 
Montreal  and  the  surrounding  jurisdictions.  While  the  thirty-eight 
judges  in  the  Quebec  Court  deal  with  almost  exclusively  with  the 
City  of  Montreal  the  eight  criminal  judges  in  this  court  service  a 
considerably  larger  area.  In  1990  this  court  conducted  fifty-six 
jury  trials. 

Please  note  that  the  statistics  refer  to  files  and  not  to 
information,  charges  or  counts  on  an  information.  However,  given 
the  manner  in  which  the  files  are  opened  there  is  not  a  great 
discrepancy  between  the  number  of  accused  persons  charged  in  a  year 
and  the  number  of  files  opened. 
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gommencement  of  the  Criminal  Process 

Before  a  criminal  charge  is  laid  the  fact  situation  is 
reviewed  by  a  crown  attorney  who  determines  the  appropriate 
criminal  charges.  At  that  time  he  would  decide  the  manner  in  which 
a  hybrid  offence  is  to  be  proceeded  with  and  whether  or  not  special 
circumstances  exist  to  divert  a  matter  from  the  "Cour  Municipale" 
to  the  ”Cour  de  Quebec”.  After  the  Crown  determines  the 
appropriate  charges  to  proceed  with  the  criminal  informations  are 
prepared  and  forwarded  to  the  appropriate  court.  No  charges  will 
be  accepted  by  the  court  that  have  not  been  approved  by  the  Crown. 
If  the  accused  has  been  arrested  the  crown  will  determine  if  the 
accused  is  to  be  released  before  attending  court  or  if  he/she  is  to 
be  taken  before  the  court  for  a  bail  hearing.  Similarly  if  the 
accused  is  not  in  custody  the  Crown  will  determine  whether  the 
person  should  be  summonsed  to  court  or  whether  an  arrest  should  be 
effected.  One  obvious  advantage  the  Crown  has  from  the  pre-charge 
screening  process  is  that  in  non-custody  cases  the  Crown  could 
ensure  the  investigation  is  complete  and  the  charge  ready  to 
proceed  before  the  information  is  sworn. 

For  the  City  of  Montreal  there  are  104  Crown  Attorneys.  The 
Crowns  are  assigned  to  particular  criminal  divisions. 


- 
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First  Appearance  in  Court 

Generally  speaking,  for  persons  who  are  not  in  custody  there 
is  presently  an  intake  delay  of  100  days  for  their  first  appearance 
in  court.  The  reason  for  this  delay  is  that  the  Judiciary  has 
determined  that  it  can  only  accept  a  certain  number  of  cases  per 
day  into  the  system.  Persons  in  custody  take  precedence  to  the 
persons  on  release  or  summons.  A  police  officer  will  contact  the 
court  to  find  out  what  the  next  available  date  is  to  put  on  the 
summons  or  release  notice.  At  the  present  time  approximately  150 
intake  cases  per  day  are  set  with  approximately  60  of  those  cases 
involving  persons  in  custody.  Persons  could  appear  in  this  court 
on  more  than  one  occasion  before  proceeding  to  the  next  court 
stage. 

Appearances  Before  Trial  or  Preliminary  Hearing 

From  first  appearance  court,  matters  are  remanded  to  the  "pro¬ 
forma"  court  or  "communication  de  la  preuve"  as  it  is  otherwise 
called.  It  usually  takes  approximately  30  days  from  the  first 
appearance  date  for  this  appearance.  If  the  accused  is  in  custody 
this  period  is  usually  expedited.  Here  a  meeting  presided  over  by 
three  Crown  Attorneys  commences  at  9:30  a.m.  Defence  counsel  meet 
with  the  Crowns,  review  the  files,  obtain  disclosure  and  determine 
the  possibilities  of  pleas,  re-elections,  waivers  of  preliminary 
inquiries  and  the  narrowing  of  issues.  The  investigating  police 
officer  known  as  the  "agent  de  liaison"  may  also  be  present  to 
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assist  in  the  disclosure  process.  Starting  at  approximately  11:00 
a.m.,  one  of  the  Crowns  will  take  those  files  that  have  been 
reviewed  into  a  courtroom  and  from  there  they  will  set  a  date  for 
a  preliminary  inquiry  or  a  date  for  a  guilty  plea.  If  a  case  is 
going  to  take  longer  than  a  half  day  counsel  will  make  an 
appointment  with  the  Chief  Judge  or  his  designate  to  arrange  a 
special  court  date. 

A  matter  would  go  from  this  court  to  the  "cour  de  pratique" 
if  there  is  going  to  be  re-elections,  pre-trial  motions,  changes  in 
dates  scheduled  or  guilty  pleas.  Otherwise  it  goes  to  the  date 
scheduled  for  preliminary  hearing  or  trial. 

PRELIMINARY  HEARING 

It  takes  approximately  forty-eight  days  from  first  appearance 
to  the  date  for  the  commencement  of  the  preliminary  inquiry.  If  an 
accused  is  in  custody  this  date  could  be  within  eight  days  if 
requested,  but  is  usually  15-21  days.  Generally  preliminary 
inquires  take  a  substantially  shorter  period  of  time  than  they  do 
in  Ontario.  Counsel  are  encouraged  at  the  "pro-forma"  or 
"communication  de  la  preuve"  court  to  narrow  as  many  issues  as 
possible  and  usually  a  preliminary  hearing  will  only  involve  the 
viva  vocie  testimony  of  one  or  two  witnesses. 
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A.  Cour  Municipals 

As  previously  stated  this  court  deals  with  summary 
conviction  matters  and  all  matters  within  the  absolute 
jurisdiction  of  the  Provincial  Court  Judges.  Following  the 
three  months  to  get  to  court  for  the  first  appearance  it  takes 
3-4  months  for  the  commencement  of  the  trial. 

B.  Cour  de  Quebec 

In  1990  in  the  "Cour  de  Quebec"  the  average  time  between 
the  date  of  the  committal  for  trial  following  the  preliminary 
hearing  and  the  date  of  trial  commencement  was  83  days  or  2.7 
months.  For  the  first  six  months  of  1991  this  rose  to  113 
days  or  3.7  months  —  an  increase  of  36%.  Comparing  the  same 
6  month  period  for  1990  the  figures  are  71  days  or  2.4  months, 
an  increase  in  1991  of  59%.  The  Quebec  Ministry  of  Justice 
has  appointed  a  Task  Force  headed  by  Jean  Gauvin  and  Jean-Yves 
Picard  to  look  into  this  and  other  delays  in  the  pace  of 
litigation . 
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C.  Cour  Superieure 

The  Superior  Court  sits  in  five  terms  which  are  each  two 
months  in  length.  There  is  no  term  for  the  two  summer  months. 
On  the  opening  day  of  each  term  trial  dates  are  scheduled  for 
that  term. 

In  R.v.  Askov  Mr.  Justice  Cory  indicated  for  the  five  and 
one-half  month  period  beginning  January  8,  1990  the  delay 
between  the  date  of  remitting  a  case  for  trial  at  the  next 
assize  and  the  date  of  trial  was  82  and  one-half  days.  It  is 
important  to  note  that  this  court  deals  with  less  than  0.2%  of 
criminal  matters  in  Montreal.  In  1990  this  court  had  56 
criminal  cases  compared  with  26,278  criminal  files  in  the 
"Cour  du  Quebec"  and  the  15,393  criminal  files  in  the  "Cour 
Municipale".  The  reason  for  the  small  number  of  jury  trials 
is  an  awareness  and  acceptance  among  the  bar  and  judiciary 
that  if  an  accused  elects  a  judge  and  jury  trial  the  sentence 
imposed  will  be  greater  than  it  would  have  been  imposed  if  the 
matter  had  remained  in  the  "Cour  de  Quebec”. 
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TIME  TO  TRIAL 

The  time  for  trial  figures  for  the  Court  of  Quebec  are 
detailed  in  the  appendices  attached.  A  summary  shows  the  time  to 
trial  for  the  Court  of  Quebec  as  compared  to  the  Municipale  and 
Superieure  Courts. 


TIME  FROM  DATE  CHARGE  LAID 

TO  TRIAL  DATE 

Court 

Approximate  Time 

Summary  and  Absolute 
Jurisdiction  Offences 
(Cour  Municipale) 

6-7  months 

Indictable  —  Non-Jury 
(Cour  du  Quebec) 

8.7  months 

Indictable  —  Jury 
(Cour  Superieure) 

7.7  months 

Note  that  this  summary  is  for  persons  who  are  not  in  custody. 
While  no  specific  time  was  provided  it  would  appear  that  a  person 
in  custody  could  get  to  trial  if  requested  considerably  sooner. 

Also  note  that  the  statistics  do  not  provide  any  time  measure 
for  the  period  of  time  between  the  commencement  of  the  preliminary 
hearing  and  the  committal  for  trial. 
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Sources  of  Information 

Jean  Lemieux,  Acting  Regional  Director  of  Court  Services,  City  of 
Montreal . 

Maurice  Galarneau,  Senior  Assistant  Crown,  Montreal. 

Evidence  of  Michel  Massicotte  in  R.v.  Scientolocrv 

Robert  Beaudoin,  Regional  Director  of  Courts  Administration, 
Eastern  Office. 

Jean  Guy  Leduc,  Prosecutor,  Montreal. 

Statistical  Information  prepared  for  the  Region  of  Montreal. 
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OClAIS  DC  D1SPONIBIL1 its  DC  MISC  AU  ROLL 
COUR  DU  QUEBEC,  CHAMBRE  CRIN1NCLLE  EF  rfNALE 
(LN  JOURS) 


1991 


ACUVIIt!s 

JANV. 

f£v . . 

MARS 

AVR1L 1 

HAl 

JU1N 

JUIL. 

AO0 1 

SI  PI. 

OCI. 

NOV. 

Dl'C. 

CRIMINl  L :  (01) 

* 

a)  ccMparutions 

109 

69 

93 

136 

103 

b)  anqufites 

46 

35 

47 

48 

46 

c)  procfes 

91 

A 

95 

103 

125 

133 

■  SIATUIAIRl:  (27) 

a)  coaiparutions 

106 

96 

164 

72 

104 

b)  enqufttes 

46 

35 

47 

48 

46 

c)  procfea 

2 53 

218 

211 

176 

193 

ttfLAIS  oc  disponi biiitCs  oc  misc  au  rOlt 
COUR  DU  QUCBCC,  OWCRf  CRIMINCILC  Cl  PfNALE 
(CN  JOURS) 


1990 


activitCs 

JANV. 

FtV. 

KARS 

AVRk 

MAI 

JU1N 

JUlL. 

AOOl 

SEPT. 

OCT. 

NOV. 

dCc  . 

1.-  CRIMINEU  (01) 

a)  compilations 

125 

125 

103 

64 

112 

101 

92 

52 

79 

67 

89 

101 

b)  enqultea 

34 

30 

20 

28 

37 

34 

59 

63 

57 

75 

62 

50 

c)  procfca 

41 

70 

76 

74 

74 

92 

87 

84 

112 

103 

98 

87 

2.-  STATUTAIREt  .  (27) 

a)  coaparutiona 

93 

83 

75 

66 

112 

95 

79 

5) 

74 

100 

80 

71 

b)  enqufctea 

34 

30 

20 

28 

37 

34 

59 

63 

57 

75 

62 

50 

c)  prods 

188 

245 

257 

262 

259 

262 

184 

215 

212 

222 

106 

187 

ftppend/'x  3. 
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TABLEAU  1 

DOSSIERS  OUYERTS  PAR  JURIDICTION 
(region  de  Montreal) 


JURIDICTIOfJS 

1988 
(31  die) 

1989 ' 
(31  dec) 

1990 
(31  die) 

VARIATION  % 
1990/1989 

COUR  D 'APPEL 

-  Matiere  civile  (09)  (08) 

1  545 

1  767 

1  918 

8,55 

-  Matiere  criminelle  (10) 

519 

507 

442 

(12.82) 

TOTAL 

2  064 

2  274 

2  360 

'  3,78 

COUR  SUPERIEURE 

-  General  (05) 

14  333 

16  383 

18  047 

10,16 

-  Matiires  non-contentieuses  (14) 

3  710 

3  591 

3  888 

8,27 

-  Affaires  fani Hales  (04) 

4  463 

3  987 

4  235 

6,22 

-  Divorces  (12) 

8  649 

8  575 

8  579 

•  0,05 

-  Faillites  (11) 

4  579 

4  160 

5  053 

21,47 

-  De  Novo  (36) 

854 

798 

827 

3,63 

-  Recours  col lectifs  (06) 

20 

5 

6 

20,00 

TOTAL 

36  608 

37  499 

40  635  ' 

8,36 

COUR  DU  QUEBEC 

-  Giniral  (02) 

42  498 

41  773 

44  771 

7,18 

-  Petites  creances  (32) 

14  185 

12  300 

12  579 

2,27 

-  Expropriation  (34) 

1  780 

824 

703 

(14.69) 

-  Criminel  (01) 

22  158 

24  008 

26  278 

9,46 

-  Statutaire  (27) 

25  731 

24  595 

25  390 

3,23 

-  Perquisition  (26) 

3  597 

2  898 

2  492 

(14.01) 

-  Telemandats  (25) 

297 

214 

177 

(17.29) 

-  Chambre  de  la  Jeunesse 

•Adoption  (43) 

408 

346 

407 

17,63 

•Protection  (41)  (49) 

1  709 

1  747 

1  392 

(20,32) 

•  Divers  (51) 

296 

347 

306 

(11.82) 

•Delinquanee  (03) 

2  891 

3  102 

3  158 

1,81 

•Infractions  (48) 

2  579 

3  161 

3  684 

16,55 

-  Tribunal  des  professions  (07) 

33 

32 

44 

37,50 

-  Divers  (38) 

332 

234 

274 

17,09 

-  Protection  du  malade  mental  (40) 

1  815 

2  332 

2  233 

(4.25) 

TOTAL 

120  309 

117  913 

123  888 

5,07 

TRIBUNAL  DU  TRAVAIL 

-  Civil  (28) 

156 

109 

127 

!  16,51 

-  Penal  (29) 

410 

763 

431 

(43,51) 

TOTAL 

566 

872 

558 

__(36.01) 

“GRAND  TOTAL- 

159  547 

158  558 

167  441 

5,60 

ftp pcr\d/'x  y 
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TABLEAU  2 

cAiKEnrormEs 

(region  de  Montreal) 


1988 
(31  dec) 

1989 
(31  dec) 

1990 
(31  d*c) 

VARIATION  l 
1990/1989 

COUR  O' APPEL 

1  1  \ 

^Hatieres  civiles 

724 

722 

692 

(4.16) 

-  Matieres  penal es 

147 

no 

187 

*  70,00 

Sous-total 

871 

832 

879 

5,65 

COUR  SUPER1EURE 

-  Chambre  civile 

.  Merite/role  ordinaire 

1  644 

1  973 

1  843 

(6.59) 

.  Merite/role  urgent 

944 

1  228 

1  033 

(15,88) 

•  Pratique 

33  115 

35  346 

39  531 

11,84 

-  Chambre  de  la  famlle 

.  Merite 

1  367 

1  013 

1  016 

0,30 

.  Pratique 

44  541 

43  041 

48  383 

12,41 

-  Chambre  de  la  faillite  (*) 

6  929 

7  144 

7  803 

9,22 

-  Chambre  criminelle  De  novo 

2  646 

2  331 

2  456 

5,36 

.  Assises 

62 

64 

56 

(12.50) 

Sous-total 

91  248 

92  140 

102  121 

10,83 

COUR  DU  QUEBEC 

-  Chambre  Civile 

.  Merite/role  ordinaire 

3  318 

3  029 

3  328 

9,87 

.  Merite/role  urgent 

6  835 

6  151 

5  921 

(3, 74 ) 

.  Pratique 

21  906 

21  306 

22  695 

6,52 

.  Petites  creances 

11  513 

9  446 

9  754 

3,26 

-  Chambre  de  1 'expropriation 

.  Mensuel/role  ordinaire 

318 

379 

487 

28,50 

.  Mensuel/role  d'office 

182 

222 

91 

(59,01) 

.  Mensuel/role  urgence 

14 

29 

39 

34,48 

.  Pratique 

226 

332 

274 

(17,47) 

-  Chambre  criminelle  et  penale 

Criminelle 

.  Compaction 

38  226 

40  928 

45  214 

10,47 

•  Enq.  prel iminai res 

40  846 

40  444 

43  011 

6,35 

.  Proces 

37  530 

39  602 

38  510 

(2,76) 

•  Jugement  ou  sentence 

11  803 

11  382 

11  131 

(2,21) 

Statutaire 

•  Compact  ion 

30  961 

26  773 

28  181 

5,26 

•  Enq.  prel iminai res 

1  414 

215 

231 

7,44 

•  Proces 

10  702 

10  939 

10  878 

(0.56) 

•  Jugement  ou  sentence 

20  401 

9  006 

9  588 

6,46 

-  Chambre  de  la  jeunesse 

• 

•  Compactions 

7  026 

7  395 

8  933 

20,80 

.  Auditions 

17  900 

18  244 

16  911 

(7,31) 

.  Adoptions  (Merite/role  mensuel ) 

22 

19 

17 

(10.53) 

(Pratique/role  mensuel) 

830 

803 

830 

3,36 

Sous-total 

261  973 

246  644 

256  024 

3,80 

6RAND  TOTAL 

354  092 

339  616 

359  024 

5,71 

(1)  Ces  donnees  excluent  le  volume  des  affaires  traitees  par  les  juges  en  chambre. 
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GREFFE 

500 

MONTREAL 

PF8 : F IN  1 

PF9:C0MMENTAIRE  PAGE 

i  .1 

BOSSIERS  OU VERTS 

TOTAL: 

17837.00 

JO  2599.00 

FV 

2742.00  MR 

2839.00 

AV 

3246.00 

MA 

3233.00 

JU  3178.00 

IL  0.00 

AO 

0.00  SE 

0.00 

DC 

0.00 

NV 

0.00 

DC  0.00 

L.1.1 

CA  MAT.  CRIMINEL  01 

TOTAL: 

13882.00 

IV  1966.00 

FV 

2094.00  MR 

2198.00 

AV 

2504.00 

MA 

2590.00 

JU  2530.00 

Jl  0.00 

AO 

0.00  SE 

0.00 

oc 

0.00 

NV 

0.00 

DC  0.00 

.1.1.1 

UOHE  CRIMINEL 

TOTAL: 

12132.00 

JV  1779.00 

FV 

1858.00  MR 

1923.00 

AV 

2160.00 

MA 

2250.00 

JU  2162.00 

.IL  0 . 00 

ALi 

0.00  SE 

0.00 

OC 

0.00 

NV 

0.00 

DC  0.00 

L .1 . 1  .2 

STUP . f  ALIM. ? BROGUES 

TOTAL: 

1750.00 

IV  187.00 

FV 

236.00  MR 

275.00 

AV 

344.00 

MA 

340.00 

JU  368.00 

JL  0.00 

AO 

0.00  SE 

0.00 

OC 

0.00 

NV 

0.00 

DC  0.00 

.  .  1  „  ? 

PERQUISITIONS 

26 

TOTAL: 

1541.00 

JV  177.00 

FV 

247.00  MR 

277.00 

AV 

321.00 

MA 

247.00 

JU  272.00 

IL  0.00 

AO 

0.00  SE 

0.00 

OC 

0.00 

NV 

0.00 

DC  0.00 

CHOIX:  GS02 

AN:  RAPP: 

LGC: 

CODE: 

MGIS: 

D/R : 

SUITE 


Hpp-encN  x  (p 


/ 


/ 

C \*a 
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GREFFE  500  MUNTREALV.A  PFBrFIN  F'F9 :  COMMENTAIRE  PAGE 


2 

CHEFS  ACCUSATION  01 

TOTAL: 

33555 . 00 

4580.00 

FU 

5002.00  MR 

5488.00 

AU 

6257.00 

MA 

6326.00 

JU  5902.00 

0.00 

AO 

0.00  SE 

t  0.00 

OC 

0.00 

NU 

0.00 

DC  0.00 

3 

ACCUSES  0/**^ 

TOTAL: 

14004.00 

1975.00 

FU 

2108.00  MR 

2216.00 

AU 

2515.00 

MA 

2622.00 

JU  2568.00 

0.00 

AU 

0.00  St 

0.00 

OC 

0.00 

NU 

0.00 

DC  0.00 

4 

REQ.  INCID.  OU 

ACCES 

TOTAL: 

2747.00 

719.00 

FU 

407.00  MR 

476.00 

AU 

357.00 

MA 

397.00 

JU  391.00 

0.00 

AG 

0.00  SE 

0.00 

0C 

0.00 

NU 

0.00 

DC  0.00 

0 

RULE  MENSUEL 

TOTAL: 

75498.00 

12351 .00 

FU 

11959.00  MR 

13164.00 

AU 

12587.00 

MA 

13407.00 

JU  12030.00 

0.00 

AU 

0.00  SE 

0.00 

OC 

0.00 

NU 

0.00 

DC  0.00 

1 

COMPARUT IONS 

TOTAL: 

25037.00 

4085.00 

FU 

3828.00  MR 

4248.00 

AU 

4272.00 

MA 

4527.00 

JU  4077.00 

0.00 

AG 

0.00  SE 

0.00 

OC 

0.00 

NU 

0.00 

DC  0.00 

CHUIX:  GSO 

'2 

AN:  RAPP 

:  LUC: 

CODE: 

MOIS: 

D/R: 

SUITE 


04  (_p 


BUREAU  DBS  SUBSTITUTS  DU  PROCURBUR  GENERAL 


HppefttK/  Y 


foppervir*  8 


RELEVE  STATISTIQUE  DES  NOUVEAUX  DOSSIERS  IN'SCRITS 
AUX  PLUMITIFS  DE  LA  COUR  MUXICIPALE 
DE  LA  VILLE  DE  MONTREAL 


* 

I 


1988 

1989 

1990 

MATIERES  PENALES  ET  CRIMINELLES 

Jundiction  Federale 

1 

Code  Criminel 

16,373 

13,274 

15,393 

2 

Autres  lois  et  rfeglements 

11,976 

6,714 

325 

Jur idiot ion  Provinciale 

1 

Dossiers  de  circulation  et  de 
stationnement 

307,812 

307,649 

309,545 

1.1 

Dossiers  pour  des  infractions 
au  stationnement 

216,242 

226,493 

256,070 

1.2 

Dossiers  pour  des  infractions 
k  la  circulation 

91,286 

80,906 

53,215 

1.3 

Sommations  manuelles 

284 

250 

260 

0 

4m 

Dossiers  autres  que  circulation 
et  stationnement 

2.1 

Lois  et  rfeglements  provinciaux 

2,350 

2,264 

2,407 

2.2 

R^glements  de  la  CUM 

322 

251 

405 

2.3 

R^glements  de  la  STCUM 

2,896 

3,545 

6,492 

2.4 

R6glements  municipaux  de  Montreal 

13,771 

14,328 

17,833 

3 

Mati^res  civiles 

3.1 

Perception  des  taxes 

2,519 

1/508 

1 , 205 

3.2 

Oppositions  en  mat l ere  de  saisie 

376 

253 

31 

- 

/ 

OTAL  XOUVEAUX  DOSSIERS  358,395  340,786  353,923 


CODE 


CRIMINEL 


» 

I 

I 

i 

I 


append/*  10 


B  -  Nature  des  plaintes 

1988 


Code  criminel 

(plaintes  hors-concil iation )  (1) 


Actes  contraires  aux  bonnes  moeurs 

et  maisons  de  d^sordre,  jeux  et  paris 

Parties  V  et  VII  du  Code  Criminel 


Nature 


1989 


1990 


1 

Ind^cence  (art.  173) 

525 

348 

457 

n 

Nudity  (art.  174) 

— 

15 

3 

3 

Troubler  la  paix  (art.  175) 

680 

569 

627 

4 

Intrusion  de  nuit  (art.  177) 

— 

43 

14 

5 

Divers,  Partie  V  (art.  150  k  182) 

85 

8 

58 

6 

Tenir  une  maison  de  jeu  (art.  201.1) 

61 

237 

190- 

7 

Trouv£  dans  une  maison  de  jeu 
( art .  201.2) 

121 

48 

147 

8 

Gageure,  bookmaking  (art.  203) 

— 

158 

31 

9 

Loterie  (art.  206) 

13 

1 

25 

10 

Tenir  une  maison  de  d^bauche 
(art  210.1) 

217 

100 

106 

11 

Trouv4  dans  une  maison  de  d^bauche 
(art.  210.2) 

33 

34 

97 

12 

Proxen^tisme  (art.  212) 

— 

28 

21 

13 

Sol  1 icitation  a  des  fins  de 
prostitution  (art.  213) 

‘2,579 

2  r  251 

2,761 

14 

Divers  Partie  VII  (art.  197  k  213) 

466 

85 

B  -  Nature  des  plaintes  (suite) 


1988 

1989 

'  1990 

Nature 

• 

Plaintes  contre  les  automobilistes 

.1 

Conduite  dangereuse  (art. 249.1) 

10 

2 

6 

.2 

D£lit  de  fuite  (art.  252) 

152 

151 

112 

.3 

Facult^s  affaiblies  (art.  253) 

2,689 

1,882 

1,859 

.4 

Conduite  durant  interdiction 
(art .  259.4) 

52 

40 

37 

.  5 

Divers  (art.  249  A  263.3) 

9 

3 

13 

TOTAL : 

2,912 

2,078 

2,027 

CODE 


CRIMINEL 


B  -  Nature  des  plaintes 

( suite ) 

1988 

1989 

/ 

1990 

Nature 

3. 

Autres  accusations  en  vertu  du 

Code  Criminel 

3.1 

Possession  d'une  arme  prohibee  (art.  90) 

9 

4 

12 

3.2 

Entrave  k  un  agent  de  la  paix  (art.  129) 

653 

669 

1,094 

3.3 

Faire  entreprendre  une  fausse  enquete 
( art . 140 ) 

46 

53 

67 

3.4 

Omission  de  comparaitre  (art.  145) 

154 

245 

138 

3.5 

Prof^rer  des  menaces  (art.  264.1) 

28 

24 

25 

3.6 

Voies  de  fait  (art.  266) 

504 

435 

362 

3.7 

Lesions  corporelles  (art.  267) 

— 

16 

8 

3.8 

Voies  de  fait  contre  un  agent  de  la 
paix  (art.  270) 

314 

202 

322 

3.9 

Vol  de  service  de  telecommunication 
(art.  326) 

19 

23 

12 

3.10 

Vol  par  une  personne  tenue  de  rendre 
compte  (art.  330) 

26 

18 

15 

3.11 

Vol  (1)  (art.  334)  2 

,819 

3,104 

3,469 

3.12 

Prise  d'un  vehicule  k  moteur  sans 
consentement  (art.  335) 

11 

8 

11 

3.13 

Recel  (art. 355) 

26 

29 

63 

3.14 

Obtention  frauduleuse  de  vivres  et  de 
logement  (art.  364) 

93 

116 

126 

3.15 

Appels  teiephoniques  harassants  ou 
indecents  (art.  372) 

23 

28 

22 

3.16 

Fraude  (art,  380) 

30 

44 

32 

3.17 

Fraude  en  mati£re  de  passage  (art.  393) 

172 

131 

135 

(  1  ) 


Voir  notes  ex o  1  ic.i 1 1 ves  page  2  0. 
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CODE  CRIMINEL 
B  -  Nature  des  plaintes _ (suite) 

1988  1989  1990 

Nature 


3.18 

Supposition  de  personne  (art.  403) 

12 

4 

1 5 

3.19 

Representer  faussement  un  autre  k 
un  examen  (art.  404) 

36 

15 

39 

3.20 

Intimidation  (art.  423) 

24 

19 

11 

3.21 

M£faits  (art.  430) 

469 

390 

499 

3.22 

Tentative  de  commettre  un  acte 
criminel  (art.  463) 

10 

12 

6 

3.23 

Complots  (art.  465) 

15 

9 

28 

3.24 

D6faut  de  se  conformer  k  une 
ordonnance  (art.  740) 

122 

114 

126 

3.25 

Divers 

135 

99 

56 

TOTAL: 

5,758 

5,811 

6,693 

TOTAL  DES  PLAINTES  HORS  CONCILIATION: 

13,451 

11,729 

13,342 

Gouvernement  du  Quebec 
f  Mmistere  de  la  Justice 

"  Direction  rtgionale  des 
services  judiciaires 

PALAIS  DE  JUSTICE 
1,  rue  Notre-Dame  est 
MONTREAL,  OC  H2Y1B6 
(514)  393-2278 


Jean  Lemieux,  avocat 
Directeur  des  Services  aux  cours 
civiles  et  penales 


Gouvernement  du  Quebec 
Mmistere  de  la  Justice 

Bureau  des  substituts 
du  procureur  general 

Palais  de  Justice 
1 ,  rue  Notre-Dame  est 
Montreal  (Quebec)  H2Y  1B6 
(514)  393-2703 


Maurice  Galarneau 

Substitut  en  chef  adjoint 
du  procureur  general 


Ville  de  Montreal 


Service  des  affaires  corporatives 

Module  des  affaires 

penales  et  criminelles 

775,  rue  Gosford 

Montreal  H2Y  3B9 

872-2514 


Me  Jean-Guy  Leduc 

procureur  chef 


EXAMPLES  OF  STATISTICAL  DATA 


THAT  IS  COLLECTED  AND  USED  TO  MONITOR 
CASEFLOW  MANAGEMENT 


SUMMARY  OF  POST  ASKOV 
E8 ,  PERSONS  AND  MFORM  A 
(LED  OVER  THE  8  MONTH  GUI 


■SMART  OF  POST  ASX OV  CHARGES  SCHEDULED  0*R  THE  EIGHT  NOHTM  GUIDELINE 
AUGUST  a,  stai 


MARCH 

APRIL 

MAT 

«*c 

JULY 

AUGUST 

•GtM 

41 

•3 

204 

231 

275 

400 

OrM^tan 

101 

OSS 

181 

008 

•46 

443 

■tn  aast 

123 

05 

118 

255 

107 

257 

Oarrte 

to 

-  08 

125 

248 

226 

208 

AMMrfcAt 

04 

ISO 

OS 

205 

•02 

221 

tefrilton 

135 

ISO 

141 

278 

ns 

202 

■atro  Mtt 

20 

22 

47 

156 

117 

101 

Ionian 

IS 

40 

a 

08 

174 

174 

old  eUy  tell 

11 

00 

si 

217 

297 

147 

etetteo 

05 

2S 

40 

•5 

2S5 

137 

Othtn 

7_ 

09 

27 

•1 

108 

126 

Orontford 

04^ 

12 

29 

40 

40 

105 

eamla 

IS 

0 

10 

01 

100 

03 

orilton 

0 

OS 

46 

no 

00 

74 

otecoe 

13 

s 

4 

19 

00 

01 

vindtor 

14 

11 

a 

171 

08 

09 

oollond 

00 

24 

46 

08 

S3 

04 

ft  Catherines 

04 

28 

103 

lie 

06 

02 

•oodstock 

OS 

7 

15 

01 

02 

51 

kitchener 

2 

24 

06 

73 

04 

01 

aatro  north 

• 

13 

02 

47 

82 

43 

college  park 

08 

8 

5 

75 

104 

04 

llndsay 

0 

43 

05 

106 

142 

80 

ft  thoaas 

08 

15 

25 

05 

25 

29 

fault  fte.  forie 

0 

2 

0 

1 

1 

24 

nl  agars  falls 

1 

16 

03 

02 

81 

n 

Oraeebridge 

20  . 

.  17 

18 

28 

43 

19 

Peterborough 

2 

12 

8 

01 

18 

10 

foderlch 

1 

4 

0 

43 

0 

17 

Sudbury 

0 

0 

1 

5 

49 

15 

eabourg 

0 

IS 

4 

14 

19 

• 

pad  rote 

0 

0 

24 

11 

• 

• 

ftratford 

0 

4 

1 

2 

13 

0 

Orillia 

7 

4 

7 

• 

11 

4 

eayuga 

0 

4 

4 

10 

4 

4 

r«  bay 

0 

0 

t 

2 

0 

0 

Oruct  nines 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

aopanola 

0 

0 

0 

1 

10 

1 

olliot  loka 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

• 

1170 

1442 

1009 

0006 

4008 

8000 

5,  1091 


AGING  OF  PENDING  CHARGES 
ON  NEXT  SCHEDULED  COURT  DATE 
AS  OF  AUGUST  31, 1991 


ONTARIO  COURT  (PROVINCIAL  DIVISION) 
DISTRIBUTION  OF  PENDING  CHARGES 
AT  OCTOBER  31,  1990 
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NUMBER  OF  CHARGES  (Thousands) 


ONTARIO  COURT  (PROVINCIAL  DIVISION) 
DISTRIBUTION  OF  PENDING  CHARGES 
AT  AUGUST  31,  1991 
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OCTOBER  1990 
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REPRESENTS  ALL  CCC,  NCA/FDA,  OTHER 
FEDERAL  AND  YOUTH  CHARGES  DISPOSED 
DURING  THE  MONTHS  INDICATED 
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INCLUDES  ALL  COURTS  ON  ICON  AS  OF 
AUGUST  31.  1991 

REPORT  PRODUCED  SEPTEMBER  5,  1991 


e 


ICON 

ONTARIO  COURT  (PROVINCIAL  DIVISION) 
MANAGEMENT  INFORMATION 

for 


BRAMPTON 


for  period  ending 
NOVEMBER  15,  1991 


MINISTRY  OF  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 

COURTS  ADMINISTRATION  DIVISION 
INFORMATION  SYSTEMS  SECTION 
PROGRAM  DEVELOPMENT  BRANCH 

(416)326-2113/4252 


REPORT  PRODUCED:  NOVEMBER  18,  1991 
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BRAMPTON  3111 

ONTARIO  COURT  (PROVINCIAL  DIVISION) 
CHARGES  RECEIVED  BY  CHARGE  TYPE 
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BRAMPTON 

CHARGES  WITHDRAWN  AND  GUILTY  PLEAS 

IN  OCTOBER  1991 
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BRAMPTON  3111 
AGE  OF  ALL  PROVINCIAL  DIVISION 
DISPOSED  CHARGES 
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BRAMPTON  3111 

ONTARIO  COURT  (PROVINCIAL  DIVISION) 
PENDING  BREAKDOWN  BY  CHARGE  TYPE 
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BRAMPTON  3111 
AGE  OF  ALL  PROVINCIAL  DIVISION 
PENDING  CHARGES 


(D 
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BRAMPTON  3111 
AGE  OF  ALL  PROVINCIAL  DIVISION 
PENDING  CHARGES  ON  NEXT  COURT  DATE 


BRAMPTON  3111 
AVERAGE  TRIAL  LENGTH 


#  OF  CHARGES 

13 

66 

12 

40 

18 

7 

102 

60 

37 

39 

0 

83 

38 

140 

1 

0 

86 

30 

36 

AVG.  TRIAL  TWE  (MIN) 

66 

86 

98 

119 

101 

51 

82 

90 

73 

178 

0 

118 

61 

116 

640 

0 

88 

220 

121 

ADMN  OF  LAW 

ASSAULT 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

DRMNG  OFFENCES 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

FRAUDULENT  TRANS. 

GAME/BET  OFFENCES 

MPARED 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

OTHER 

OTHER  CRM.  OFFENCES 

PROSTITUTION 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

THEFT  &POSS.  OVER 

THEFT  &  POSS.  UNDER 

ALL  TIMES  IN  MINUTES 


PROVINCIAL  TOTALS 
AVERAGE  TRIAL  LENGTH 


#  OF  CHARGES 

176 

1,120 

424 

280 

103 

145 

326 

340 

267 

373 

34 

2.420 

624 

1,167 

28 

11 

430 

201 

967 

AVG.  TRIAL  TIME  (MIN) 

88 

72 

49 

79 

88 

66 

96 

128 

124 

94 

22 

83 

79 

87 

211 

60 

128 

107 

66 

ADMNOFLAW 

ASSAULT 

BREACH  OF  COURT 

BREAK  &  ENTER 

DRIVING  OFFENCES 

DRUG  POSSESSION 

DRUG  TRAFFICKING 

EXTREME  ASSAULT 

FIREARMS  OFFENCES 

FRAUDULENT  TRANS. 

GAME/BET  OFFENCES 

MPAFED 

NUISANCE  OFFENCES 

OTHER 

OTHER  CRM.  OFFENCES 

PROSTITUTION 

SEXUAL  OFFENCES 

THEFT  &  POSS.  OVER 

THEFT  A  POSS.  UNDER 

OCT  .  1 99 1  ALL  TIMES  IN  MINUTES 


DATE  CHARGES  B.W.  TOTAL  CH.  CHARGES  B.W.  TOTAL  CH.  TOTAL  PENDING  CHARGES  B.W.  TOTAL  CH.  CHARGES  B.W.  TOTAL  CH.  TOTAL  PENDING 

RECEIVED  EXECUTED  RECEIVED  DISPOSED  ORDERED  DISPOSED  PENDING  CASELOAD  RECEIVED  EXECUTED  RECEIVED  DISPOSED  ORDERED  DISPOSED  PENDING  CASELOAD 
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BULLETINS 


COURT  REFORM  UPDATE 


Spring  1990 


bulletin 

Court  Reform  Task  Force  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General 


Profile  of  Delay  Reduction  in  the 
Provincial  Criminal  Courts 


his  edition  of  Court  Reform  Update  features  a  profile  of  criminal  delay  reduction.  This  news  bulletin,  which  is  pro¬ 
duced  by  the  Court  Reform  Task  Force  for  judges,  lawyers,  court  administrators  and  members  of  the  public  on  a 
semi-regular  basis,  focuses  on  various  aspects  of  court  reform. 


This  bulletin  also  updates  readers  on  the  status  of  implementation  of  Phase  One  of  court  reform. 


UPDATE  ON  IMPLEMENTATION 


Ontario  legislation  for  Phase  One  of  court  reform  has  been 
passed  and  given  Royal  Assent.  Proclamation  is  tied  to  the 
passage  of  necessary  complementary  federal  legislation. 

At  the  time  of  printing,  the  federal  legislation  had  received 
third  reading  in  the  House  of  Commons  and  had  been 
referred  to  the  Senate.  It  is  expected  that  the  federal 
legislation  will  be  passed  by  the  end  of  May  and  implem¬ 
entation  of  Phase  One  would  then  begin  on  July  1, 1990. 

CRIMINAL  COURT  DELAYS 

When  the  Charter  of  Rights  and  Freedoms  was  proclaimed 
in  1982,  the  courts  not  only  became  responsible  for  the 
adjudication  of  a  whole  range  of  new  issues  which  made 
trials  longer  and  more  complicated,  but  accused  persons 
acquired  a  constitutional  right  to  have  their  charges  tried 
within  a  reasonable  time.  Ontario's  criminal  courts  then 
faced  additional  problems  with  time  delays. 

Other  reasons  for  delays  in  the  justice  system  include 
legislative  changes,  increased  law  enforcement,  the  general 
complexity  of  modern  life  and  the  fact  that  more  cases  are 
being  brought  to  court  and  it  is  taking  longer  to  dispose  of 
them. 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS  ABOUT 
CRIMINAL  DELAY  REDUCTION 


What  is  criminal  delay  reduction? 

Criminal  delay  reduction  comprises  efforts  made  by  those 
involved  in  the  court  system  to  reduce  the  time  required  to 
get  criminal  cases  to  trial  through  the  use  of  caseflow 
management  techniques.  This  requires  communication 
and  cooperation  between  the  judiciary.  Crown  Attorneys, 


defence  counsel,  legal  aid,  police,  court  administrators  and 
where  applicable,  trial  coordinators. 

When  did  the  proposal  for  delay  reduction  get  started? 

The  proposal  began  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Honourable  Mr.  Justice  Zuber,  in  his  Report  of  the  Ontario 
Courts  Inquiry  (1987)  and  of  researchers  who  had  studied 
similar  problems  of  delays  in  other  jurisdictions.  In  the  fall 
of  1988,  the  Attorney  General  and  former  Chief  Judge  F.  C. 
Hayes  of  the  Provincial  Court  (Criminal  Division)  set  up 
pi  lot  projects  known  as  Delay  Reduction  Committees  in 
six  Ontario  locations. 

It  is  recognized  that  court  delays  do  not  necessarily  result 
from  too  few  judges  or  courtrooms.  In  fact,  experts  on 
delay  reduction  strongly  advise  that  methods  be  tried  in¬ 
volving  the  cooperation  of  all  local  stakeholders  to  manage 
existing  resources  more  efficiently  before  any  new  re¬ 
sources  are  added. 

When  and  how  many  delay  reduction  projects  were 
established? 

The  first  project  to  be  established  was  in  Ottawa  in  Au¬ 
gust,  1988.  Five  delay  reduction  pilot  projects  were  estab¬ 
lished  in  November,  1988  in  the  following  areas  of  the 
province:  Brampton  (Peel  Region),  Oshawa  (Durham 
Region),  Scarborough,  Newmarket  (York  Region)  and 
Barrie  (Simcoe  County). 

Who  makes  up  the  membership  of  the  delay  reduction 
committees? 

Committees  are  composed  of  members  of  the  judiciary, 
bar,  police  force,  Crown  Attorney's  office,  legal  aid,  courts 
administration,  and  the  trial  coordinator  for  the  area.  The 
committees  meet  on  a  monthly  basis  while  subcommittees 
with  specific  projects  meet  more  frequently. 


What  kind  of  delay  reduction  techniques  were 
developed  by  the  committees? 

The  following  examples  of  caseflow  management  tech¬ 
niques  were  developed  by  the  Committees  in  the  six 
locations: 

•  Improved  access  to  legal  aid  through  the  extension  of 
office  hours  available  for  applications. 

•  Provisions  of  duty  counsel  for  special  courts. 

•  Police  preparation  and  provision  of  disclosure  by  the 
Crown  at  earlier  opportunities. 

•  Crown  screening  of  incoming  charges. 

•  Defence  co-operation  in  responding  to  inquiries  concern¬ 
ing  waivers,  admissions,  and  guilty  pleas. 

•  Mandatory  pre-trials  on  lengthy  or  complex  cases. 

•  Mandatory  pre-trials  prior  to  trial  date  being  set. 

•  Cases  are  selected  and  grouped  according  to  certain 
characteristics;  then  each  group  is  disposed  of  within  a 
different  time  frame. 

•  Inventory  review  by  Crowns  —  the  identification  of 
cases  that  can  be  brought  forward  for  guilty  pleas, 
resolution  of  issues  and  reduction  of  number  of  wit¬ 
nesses. 

•  Notices  to  accused  persons  providing  them  with  infor¬ 
mation  on  legal  aid  and  court  procedures. 

•  Practice  directions  advising  counsel  of  procedural 
changes  resulting  from  specific  delay  reduction  initia¬ 
tives. 

•  Master  calendars  of  courtrooms  at  all  levels  to  improve 
courtroom  efficiency  by  identification  of  courtroom 
availability. 

To  support  the  efforts  of  the  six  pilot  project  committees 
and  to  meet  the  needs  demonstrated  by  the  management 
plans  developed  and  submitted  by  the  committees,  the 
Attorney  General  approved  the  appointment  of  six  trial 
co-ordinators,  13  additional  judges  and  24  new  Assistant 
Crown  Attorneys  and  related  support  persons.  Informa¬ 
tion  systems  were  also  provided. 

What  are  some  of  the  achievements  of  the  delay 
reduction  committees? 

All  six  locations  were  able  to  increase  their  disposition 
rates,  and  for  some  locations  the  increase  was  substantial. 
All  areas  reduced  or  held  constant  the  time  to  trial  despite 
increases  in  the  number  of  charges  received. 

•  In  Ottawa,  the  time  to  trial  is  now  4.5  months  instead  of 
14.5  months  prior  to  the  formation  of  the  Delay  Reduc¬ 
tion  Committee.*  (Information  sworn  to  trial  date  is  now 
8.4  months.) 

•  In  Scarborough,  the  time  to  trial  has  been  reduced  from 
13  months  to  4.3  months.*  (Information  sworn  to  trial 
date  is  now  9.5  months) 

•  In  Oshawa,  the  time  to  trial  has  been  reduced  from  15 
months  to  11.5  months.  *  (Information  sworn  to  trial 
date  is  now  14.75  months.) 

•  In  Barrie,  the  time  to  trial  has  been  reduced  from  14 
months  to  7.5  months.*  (Information  sworn  to  trial  date 
is  now  12.25  months.) 


•  In  Newmarket,  the  time  to  trial  has  been  reduced  from 
13  months  to  8.3  months*  (Information  sworn  to  trial 
date  is  now  14.4  months.) 

•  In  Brampton,  the  time  to  trial  has  been  reduced  from  15 
months  to  10.3  months*  (Information  sworn  to  trial  date 
is  now  12  months.)  Also  in  Brampton,  now  that  delay 
reduction  judges  are  in  place,  impaired  driving  charges 
will  be  tried  within  60  days  of  occurrence.  (As  of  May  7, 
1990.) 

*(These  figures  are  from  a  comparison  of  statistics  between 
October,  1988  and  March,  1990  that  show  the  average  length  of 
time  between  the  date  that  the  trial  date  was  chosen  and  the 
scheduled  trial  date.) 

Have  any  other  centres  in  Ontario  established  committees 
or  developed  delay  reduction  strategies? 

The  Windsor  community  developed  its  own  system  of 
reducing  trial  delay.  Faced  with  delays  of  up  to  a  year,  the 
judiciary,  Crown  Attorneys,  defence  counsel,  court  admin¬ 
istrators  and  police  began  to  meet  on  a  regular  basis  and 
developed  delay  reduction  strategies.  One  such  initiative 
was  the  implementation  of  a  two  tier  disclosure  process. 
As  a  result,  the  Windsor  jurisdiction  was  successful  in  re¬ 
ducing  delays  from  one  year  to  four  to  five  months 
without  the  provision  of  any  additional  resources. 

Have  other  regions  experienced  court  delays? 

Twenty  Provincial  Court  (Criminal  Division)  courts  are 
setting  trial  dates  more  than  six  months  in  the  future. 

Can  other  regions  establish  their  own  delay  reduction 
committees? 

Participants  in  other  jurisdictions  concerned  with  backlog 
or  delay  problems  can  review  their  system  and  adopt  a 
similar  approach  to  management  of  their  courts.  If  you 
want  advice  about  establishing  a  local  committee  or 
developing  a  solution  to  a  delay  problem  in  your  region, 
contact  Nancy  Dawson  at  the  Court  Reform  Task  Force, 
Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General,  720  Bay  Street,  Toronto, 
Ontario,  M5G  2K1.  (416)  326-4680. 

DELAY  REDUCTION  WORKSHOP 

A  second  delay  reduction  workshop  was  held  in  Toronto 
from  February  28  -  March  1.  Members  from  each  of  the  six 
Delay  Reduction  Committees  exchanged  information  and 
ideas  which  should  assist  the  Committees  to  further 
strengthen  their  systems  of  caseflow  and  court  manage¬ 
ment. 

NEXT  BULLETIN 

The  next  bulletin  which  will  focus  on  the  changes  in  the 
courts  as  a  result  of  Phase  One  implementation  will  be 
distributed  this  summer.  If  you  have  any  comments  about  tire 
delay  reduction  bulletin,  please  send  them  to:  Christine 
Beachey,  Manager,  Communications,  Court  Reform  Task 
Force,  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General,  720  Bay  Street,  7th 
Floo,  Toronto,  Ontario  M5G  2K1,  Fax:  (416)  326-4015. 
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ntario  Courts  Update  is  a  bulletin  regularly  produced  by  the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General  for  judges, 
lawyers,  court  administrators  and  members  of  the  public.  This  issue  of  the  bulletin  focuses  on  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada's  decision  of  Askov  et  al.  v.  The  Queen. 


On  October  18, 1990,  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada  unani¬ 
mously  ruled  that  the  constitutional  rights  of  an  accused 
person  had  been  violated  because  the  case  took  too  long  to 
come  to  trial. 

The  Supreme  Court  ordered  a  halt  to  proceedings  against 
Elijah  Askov,  Samuel  Gugliotta,  Ralph  Hussey  and 
Edward  Melo,  all  of  whom  had  been  charged  in  1983  with 
conspiracy  to  commit  extortion.  Their  case  took  34  months 
to  come  to  trial.  The  Supreme  Court  stated  that  the  outside 
limit  in  the  Ontario  Court  (General  Division)  in  Peel  was 
eight  months  to  trial  and  that  best  comparable  jurisdic¬ 
tions  must  be  viewed  to  determine  when  delay  becomes 
unreasonable  in  a  particular  court  location. 

The  chart  below  indicates  that  at  the  time  of  the  Askov 
decision,  74%  of  charges  were  scheduled  to  appear  in  a 


Provincial  Division  court  beyond  eight  months  from  the 
sworn  date  (date  the  charge  was  laid),  and  as  of  March  1, 
1991, 65%  of  charges  were  scheduled  within  eight  months 
of  the  sworn  date.  This  success  has  been  achieved  with  the 
co-operation  of  the  judges.  Crown  attorneys,  court  admin¬ 
istrators,  defence  counsel  and  police. 

The  judgement  in  Askov  does  not  specifically  address  the 
appropriate  time  within  which  matters  must  be  brought 
forward  for  hearing  in  the  Ontario  Court  (Provincial 
Division).  In  the  courts,  time  lines  established  for  criminal 
matters  vary  from  jurisdiction  to  jurisdiction;  to  date  no 
province-wide  standard  has  emerged.  The  Ministry  has  set 
a  new  time  standard  of  having  all  criminal  cases  com¬ 
pleted  within  the  Provincial  Division  within  six  to  eight 
months  and  every  effort  is  being  made  to  reach  this 
objective. 


PENDING  CASELOAD  -  THREE-MONTH  COMPARISON 

Ontario  Court  (Provincial  Division) 

Age  of  Cases  from  Sworn  Date  to  Scheduled  Appearance  Date 


BBS  March  1.  1991  -  Vital  of  192.000  Chalet 

EH3  October  22.  1 990  -  Total  of  205.000  Charges 


QUESTIONS  &  ANSWERS 


What  initiatives  did  the  Ministry  develop  to  deal  with  the 
emergency  created  by  the  Askov  decision? 

Attorney  General  Howard  Hampton  directed  Crown 
Attorneys  to  save  as  many  cases  as  possible.  All  new 
charges  entering  the  system  were  set  for  hearing  within  six 
to  eight  months.  Priority  was  given  to  prosecuting  cases, 
particularly  those  concerning  public  safety,  to  hearing 
dates  within  Askov  limits.  The  Ministry  has  dealt  with  over 
205,000  cases  since  the  Askov  decision.  Only  32,000  of 
these,  or  about  15%  of  cases  have  been  stayed  or  dismissed 
(as  of  March  26, 1991). 

The  Attorney  General  also  requested  emergency  funding 
to  save  as  many  cases  as  possible,  and  on  November  21, 
1990,  $39  million  dollars  was  infused  into  the  court  system 
to  hire  more  judges.  Crown  attorneys  and  courtroom  staff. 

continued  overleaf 


In  addition,  the  Ministry  identified  1 1  categories  of  of¬ 
fences  to  be  brought  forward  and  withdrawn  if  they  are 
beyond  the  local  Askov  time  lines  so  more  serious  cases 
could  come  forward.  The  categories  are: 

1.  failure  to  comply  with  recognizance  etc. 

2.  breach  of  probation 

3.  cause  disturbance 

4.  false  pretences  (under  $1,000) 

5.  fraud  accommodation 

6.  mischief  (under  $1,000) 

7.  theft  (under  $1,000) 

8  joyriding 

9.  possession  of  stolen  property  (under  $1,000) 

10.  fraud  (under  $1,000) 

11.  some  simple  assaults  (excluding  domestic  assaults, 
child  assaults  and  sexual  assaults) 

The  Ministry  also: 

•  extended  post-charge  screening  pilot  projects  to  court 
locations  receiving  additional  Crown  attorneys; 

•  appointed  four  additional  members  to  the  Judicial 
Appointments  Advisory  Committee  to  expedite  appoint¬ 
ments  of  new  judges; 

•  examined  a  number  of  policy  and  procedural  initia¬ 
tives  such  as  screening  of  charges  and  plea  negotiation 
guidelines  aimed  at  providing  better  caseflow  manage¬ 
ment;  and 

•  expanded  caseflow  management  skills  throughout  the 
province.  Judicial,  Crown  and  courts  administration 
personnel  examined  local  caseflow  management  systems 
and  needs  through  a  workshop  format. 

Chief  Judge  Sidney  Linden  of  the  Ontario  Court  (Provin¬ 
cial  Division)  is  monitoring  delay  throughout  the  province 
with  the  assistance  of  his  Regional  Senior  Judges,  who 
have  organized  many  initiatives  in  different  areas  of  the 
province.  Some  Young  Offenders  Act  cases  have  been 
moved  to  the  family  bench.  Some  family  bench  judges  are 
assisting  in  criminal  court  and  judges  in  slower  areas  are 
sitting  in  busier  court  locations. 

The  Ministry  is  continuing  to  work  on  new  policies  and 
procedures  which  will  fundamentally  change  the  way 
business  is  conducted  in  the  courts.  A  more  proactive 
approach  to  case  flow  management  has  meant  a  higher 
degree  of  consultation  with,  and  cooperation  between  the 
judiciary.  Crown  attorneys,  defence  bar  and  police. 
Throughout  this  process  of  change,  the  rights  and 
freedoms  of  those  affected  have  remained  of  primary 
importance. 

Have  any  of  the  new  judicial  appointments  been 
announced  by  the  Ministry? 

Yes.  To  date,  18  judges  have  been  appointed  including  the 
first  aboriginal  judge  in  Ontario,  Terry  Vyse.  The  remain- 
ing  appointments,  including  11  women  were:  Paddy 
Hardman,  Marietta  Roberts,  Eleanor  Schnall,  Douglas 
Phillips,  David  Cole,  Ronald  Lester,  Donna  Hackett, 


Elinore  Ready,  David  Fairgrieve,  Janet  Simmons,  Charles 
Vaillancourt,  Marion  Lane,  Mary  Dunbar,  Inger  Hansen, 
Harvey  Salem,  D.  Roger  Timms,  and  Lynn  Ratushny.  The 
remaining  nine  new  judicial  appointments  are  expected  to 
be  announced  soon. 

Has  the  Ministry  used  technology  to  assist  in  clearing  the 
backlog? 

During  this  whole  period,  the  Integrated  Courts  Offences 
Network  (ICON)  computer  system  installed  in  most 
Provincial  Division  courts  has  proved  invaluable.  It  has 
provided  current,  up-to-date  management  statistical 
information  for  the  use  of  senior  and  line  managers, 
including  the  Chief  Judge  and  his  Regional  Senior  Judges. 
It  also  provided  field  Crown  attorneys  and  court  staff  with 
lists  of  the  cases  affected  by  the  Askov  decision,  for  their 
screening  program. 

Why  did  a  backlog  problem  develop  in  our  courts? 

There  are  many  reasons  why  the  problem  of  delays  in  the 
courts  has  developed  over  a  number  of  years.  Some  of 
these  are: 

-  increased  length  of  trial  time  due  to  new  legal  argu¬ 
ments  available  to  accused  persons  under  the  Canadian 
Charter  of  Rights  and  Freedoms  and  Young  Offenders  Act ; 

-  increased  licence  suspensions  for  impaired  driving  due 
to  changes  in  legislation; 

-  increased  population  growth  and  increased  numbers  of 
police  resulting  in  more  charges  being  laid; 

-  increased  numbers  of  serious  crimes  against  the  person; 

-  increased  demands  on  resources  including:  courtrooms, 
judges,  and  Crown  attorneys. 

Prior  to  the  Supreme  Court  ruling  on  Askov  had  any 
programs  and  initiatives  been  developed  to  reduce  court 
delays? 

Yes.  Prior  to  the  October  18th  decision,  efforts  were  being 
made  to  deal  with  backlog  and  delay  at  a  number  of 
Ontario  locations.  A  key  initiative  was  a  proposal  for  delay 
reduction  which  began  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Honourable  Mr.  Justice  Zuber,  in  his  "Report  of  the 
Ontario  Courts  Inquiry".  In  the  fall  of  1988,  delay  reduc¬ 
tion  committees  were  set  up  in  six  locations  of  Ontario 
including  Brampton,  Scarborough,  Newmarket,  Oshawa, 
Ottawa  and  Barrie  which  then  had  the  most  serious  delay 
problems.  These  committees  developed  delay  reduction 
strategic  plans  based  on  the  principles  of  co-operative 
management  and  caseflow  management.  Delay  reduction 
committees  have  now  expanded  to  25  locations  in  Ontario. 


Ideas  and  comments  for  future  bulletins  may  be  sent  to: 
Christine  Beachey 
Senior  Communications  Advisor 
Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General 
720  Bay  Street,  3rd  floor 
Toronto,  Ontario  M5G  2K1 
FAX:  (416)  326-2699 
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ONTARIO  COURTS  UPDATE 


bulletin 


Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General 


No.6,  Summer  1991 


Profile  of  delay  reduction  initiatives 


o 


ntario  Courts  Update  is  a  bulletin  regularly  produced  by  the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General  for  judges, 
lawyers,  court  administrators  and  members  of  the  public.  This  issue  of  the  bulletin  focuses  on  the  continuing 
initiatives  undertaken  by  the  Ministry  in  reducing  court  delays  and  improving  the  efficiency  of  court  opera¬ 
tions.  The  measures  undertaken  to  modernize  the  justice  system,  include  case  flow  management  techniques, 
delay  reduction  committees,  computer  technology,  new  facilities,  judicial  and  Crown  Attorney  appointments,  and  addi¬ 
tional  court  support  staff. 


These  initiatives  were  implemented  following  the  October 
18, 1990  Supreme  Court  of  Canada  unanimous  ruling,  that 
the  constitutional  rights  of  an  accused  person  had  been 
violated  because  the  case  took  too  long  to  come  to  trial. 
This  ruling  has  become  known  as  the  Askov  decision. 


At  the  time  of  the  Askov  ruling  over  150,000  or  74  percent 
of  all  criminal  charges  were  potentially  at  risk.  This  situa¬ 
tion  has  now  stabilized,  however,  and  the  number  of 
charges  at  risk  has  been  reduced  to  37,000  or  22  percent. 


Ninety-five  percent  of  all  new  charges  are  scheduled  for 
trial  within  eight  months.  Those  cases  scheduled  outside 
the  eight  month  timeframe  are  automatically  reviewed  by 
a  senior  Crown  Attorney. 


CASELOAD  COMPARISON 

Ontario  Court  (Provincial  Division) 

Ago  of  Cases  from  Sworn  Date  to  Scheduled  Appearance  Date 


$ 

a> 
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Less  than  8  months 


More  than  8  months 


July  12.  1991  -  total  of  172.000  ChaQ»t 

Emu  October  22.  1990  -  Total  of 205000  Charges 

Represent*  ICON  cauls  arty  Approximately  94%  of  the  voAme  is  on  ICON. 


ONTARIO  COURT  OF  APPEAL  DECISIONS 


During  the  week  of  March  18, 1991  the  Ontario  Court  of 
Appeal  heard  10  cases  in  attempts  to  clarify  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada's  ruling  on  unreasonable  delay  to  trial. 
Judgements  in  six  cases  were  returned  on  May  31, 1991, 
with  the  other  four  cases  on  reserve. 

The  Appeal  Court  found  the  Askov  decision  had  a  tremen¬ 
dous  impact  on  the  Ontario  Court  system.  There  was 
recognition  and  support  of  Ministry  efforts  to  reduce  the 
systemic  delay  to  trial  to  within  six  to  eight  months. 

The  Appeal  Court  found  that  steps  to  increase  efficiency 
had  been  implemented,  systemic  delay  had  been  reduced, 
and  each  case  must  be  considered  on  an  individual  basis. 
The  Court  recognized  that  there  must  be  a  neutral  period 
of  time  at  the  outset  of  each  case  for  matters  such  as 
obtaining  legal  aid,  bail  and  Crown  disclosure.  The  Court 
acknowledged  that  administrative  efforts  to  bring  cases  to 
trial  within  an  eight  month  period  must  continue;  how¬ 
ever,  it  was  noted  this  was  not  a  constitutional  require¬ 
ment.  For  youth  courts,  the  Appeal  Court  recommended 
an  administrative  guideline  of  five  to  seven  months  to 
trial.  The  defence  is  appealing  three  of  these  cases  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Canada. 

In  addition,  three  other  judgements  were  delivered  by  the 
Appeal  Court  July  8, 1991.  In  all  three  the  Court  held 
against  the  Crown,  concluding  that  the  delay  in  each  case 
was  unreasonable.  The  Court  suggested  that  simple  trials 
should  be  held  in  the  Provincial  Division  within  three  to 
five  months  in  Wellington  County  and  within  four  to  six 
months  in  Ottawa. 


continued  over 


The  Crown  Law  Office  -  Criminal  has  launched  an  appeal 
against  one  of  these  cases  over  what  seems  to  be  a  stricter 
view  of  the  time  permitted  to  bring  an  accused  to  trial  in 
the  Provincial  Division. 

It  is  expected  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada  will  give 
further  clarification  of  the  issues  in  cases  to  be  argued  in 
the  fall. 


DELAY  REDUCTION  INITIATIVES 


Case  Flow  Management  Unit 

•  A  Case  Row  Management  Unit,  based  on  cooperative 
efforts  with  the  judiciary  and  the  Ministry,  was  established 
in  April,  to  coordinate  Ministry  efforts  in  reducing  delays 
in  the  courts.  The  unit  is  comprised  of  Crown  Attorneys, 
administration  staff  and  analysts  and  will  monitor  as  well 
as  evaluate  the  processing  of  cases  throughout  the  court 
system.  In  addition,  the  unit  will  advise  senior  Ministry 
and  judicial  officials  of  potential  problems,  to  enable  them 
to  take  appropriate  action. 

The  unit  has  been  designed  to  extend  expertise  and  sup¬ 
port  to  delay  reduction  committees  at  the  regional  and 
local  levels. 

Case  Management  -  Oshawa 

•  A  case  management  system  is  to  be  implemented  in 
Oshawa  Provincial  Division  for  adult  criminal  matters. 
This  involves  earlier  resolution  of  issues  between  the 
Crown  and  the  defence;  and  establishing  specialized 
courts  in  which  judges  will  preside  over  first  appearance 
courts  previously  handled  by  justices  of  the  peace.  This 
will  allow  for  more  continuity  in  the  processing  of  cases. 

Case  Management  -  Etobicoke 

•  A  specialized  court  is  in  operation  in  Etobicoke  in  which 
a  judge  is  assigned  to  hearing  all  guilty  pleas  and  mo¬ 
tions.  This  allows  the  other  Courts  to  concentrate  on 
conducting  trials.  A  cycle  system  will  also  be  imple¬ 
mented  which  involves  judges  remanding  cases  to 
within  their  own  schedule  of  court  dates. 

Case  Management  -  Scarborough 

•  Through  cooperative  efforts  involving  the  judiciary  and 
court  staff,  a  "Blitz  Court"  is  held  twice  a  week  to  deal 
with  impaired  drivers. 

Case  Management  -  Brampton 

•  In  Brampton  Provincial  Criminal  Court  a  system  of 
disclosure,  screening  and  resolution  is  in  place.  This 
involves  two  Assistant  Crown  Attorneys  being  available 
for  pre-trial  discussion  of  the  prosecution's  case  and 
issues  that  can  be  resolved  outside  the  court.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  two  Assistant  Crown  Attorneys  are  available  daily 
in  Assignment  Court  to  set  appearance  dates. 

Case  Management  techniques  implemented  in  other  courts 
will  be  profiled  in  future  bulletins. 


Advisory  Committee  on  Disclosure, 
Screening,  Resolution  Discussions 

Retired  Ontario  Court  of  Appeal  Justice,  the  Honourable 
G.  Arthur  Martin  is  chairing  a  recently  established  com¬ 
mittee  on  Disclosure,  Screening  and  Resolution  of  charges. 
The  committee  is  evaluating  pre-trial  procedures  including 
initiatives  undertaken  in  Windsor  and  Metro  Toronto. 
Programs  introduced  in  these  jurisdicitions,  through  co¬ 
operative  efforts  in  the  justice  system,  have  led  to  signifi¬ 
cant  savings  in  police  witnesses  and  court  time,  as  hun¬ 
dreds  of  charges  have  been  resolved  without  going  to  trial. 

After  consultations  with  participants  in  the  justice  system 
across  the  province,  and  hearing  oral  submissions  from 
leading  members  of  the  bar  and  others,  the  committee's 
recommendations  will  be  submitted  to  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Solicitor  General.  No  specific  date  has 
been  set  for  the  committee's  final  report. 

The  committee  is  comprised  of  representatives  from  the 
defence  bar,  the  Ministry  of  the  Solicitor  General,  the 
Federal  Department  of  Justice,  Crown  Attorneys,  and 
members  of  the  police  community. 

Judicial  Appointments 

Twenty  seven  new  provincial  division  judges  have  been 
appointed  to  meet  Askov  commitments  and  two  vacancies 
have  been  filled,  for  a  total  of  29  judicial  appointments 
since  November;  16  of  the  new  judges  are  women. 

In  addition,  66  new  Assistant  Crown  Attorneys  and  six 
Crown  Counsel  have  been  appointed  due  to  Askov;  168 
people  have  been  hired  in  courts  administration  to  support 
the  administrative  efforts  in  bringing  cases  to  trial  within 
eight  months. 

Diversion 

A  study  on  the  diversion  of  some  offences  from  the  court 
system  is  being  reviewed;  however,  the  Attorney  General 
has  already  endorsed  the  general  concept  of  diversion  and 
the  Ministry  hopes  to  make  an  announcement  on  pilot 
projects  shortly. 

Computerization  -  Courts  Administration 

The  Courts  Input  Statistics  System  provides  court  and  case 
statistics  for  all  Provincial  Division  -  Criminal  Courts,  all 
General  Division  -  Civil  Courts,  and  all  Family  and  YOA 
Courts.  By  the  end  of  this  year  statistics  will  be  available 
on  Courtroom  utilization  and  Small  Claims  Court. 


Ideas  and  comments  for  future  bulletins  may  be  sent  to: 
Anne  McLaughlin,  Information  Officer,  Communica¬ 
tions  Branch,  Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General,  720 
Bay  Street,  3rd  floor , Toronto,  Ontario  M5G  2K1. 

FAX:  (416)  326-2699 
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RED  ALERT  SYSTEM 


"Red  Alert"  System 


The  Ministry  has  put  into  effect  a  "Red  Alert"  system  for  identifying  specific  cases  that 
may  have  potential  "delay"  problems.  Whenever  a  case  is  scheduled  for  trial  or  preliminary 
inquiry  more  than  eight  months  from  the  date  that  the  information  was  sworn,  it  will  appear, 
together  with  the  exact  age  of  the  case,  on  a  monthly  ICON  computer  generated  report  that  will 
be  distributed  to  all  of  the  Crown  Attorney’s  Offices  throughout  the  province,  and  to  each  Court 
Services  Manager  throughout  the  province.  Once  the  information  in  the  Report  is  verified  as 
accurate  by  the  Court  Services  staff,  the  appropriate  Crown’s  office  will  be  informed.  The 
Crown  must  then  investigate  the  matter  in  order  to  determine  why  the  case  has  been  scheduled 
for  trial  or  preliminary  inquiry  beyond  the  eight  month  period.  Where  there  is  no  valid  reason 
to  justify  the  scheduling  of  the  case  (ie.  waiver,  complexity,  length,  etc.),  the  Crown  is 
instructed  to  immediately  take  steps  to  bring  the  matter  forward  to  some  point  within  the  eight 
month  period. 

To  assist  the  senior  Crown  attorney  in  responding  to  the  "Red  Alert"  report  a  form  has 
been  developed  which  is  to  be  completed  in  court  at  the  time  any  case  is  scheduled  outside  of 
the  eight  month  period.  The  completed  form  is  to  be  given  to  the  senior  Crown  at  the  end  of 
the  court  day. 

So  that  the  eight  month  guideline  can  be  determined  quickly  in  court  without  the  necessity 
of  having  to  make  a  calculation  the  date  will  be  determined  before  hand  by  computer  and  will 


appear  on  the  court  docket. 


CASE  SET  FOR  TRIAITPRELIMINARY  HEARING  MORE  THAN 

EIGHT  MONTHS  FROM  DATE  OF  SWEARING  OF  INFORMATION 


TO  BE  COMPLETED  BY  COURT  CLERK 

NAME  OF  CASE  R.v. _ _ _ _ 

DATE  INFORMATION  SWORN _ _ _ 

DATE  OF  TRIAL/PRELIMINARY  HEARING _ 

TO  BE  COMPLETED  BY  CROWN  COUNSEL 

HAS  AN  11(b)  WAIVER  YES _ 

BEEN  GIVEN  BY  ACCUSED/COUNSEL  NO  ____ 

TO  TRIAL/PRELIMINARY  HEARING  DATE 

IF  NO  INDICATE  REASON(s)  WHY  AN  EARLIER  DATE  NOT  SET. 

(a)  _ COMPLEXITY  OF  CASE 

(b)  _ EARLIEST  DATE  COURT  TIME  AVAILABLE 

(c)  _  EARLIEST  DATE  PROSECUTION  ABLE  TO  PROCEED 

(d)  _ DATE  REQUESTED  BY  ACCUSED/COUNSEL 

(e)  _ OTHER-  EXPLAIN 


DO  YOU  ANTICIPATE  AN  11(b)  PROBLEM 

NAME  OF  CROWN  COUNSEL 


YES 

NO 


DATE 


(r 


-  ' 


